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NOTICE TO MEMBERS 



This report 1i the culmination of seyeril monthi of data conietions review 
and editing. Despite the tirae devoted to it, additional modif ications In the 
tables and charts are still nectssary* The Council will compne a second edition 
of this report containing corrections * additions and suggestions that our 
membership my wish to make. Until that second edition Is ready and all 
modifications have been made, we urge our readers to treat the data in this 
report as the best available draft information, but draft information none- 
theless. In the meanwhile, we ask our membership to let us know if there are 
errors, additions where no data exist, or suggestions you would like to 
make. 

In addition, this report, in general, covers the school years from 1980-81 
to 1985-86. A previous similar profries report published 1n 1983 covered 
the years 1970 to 1982, we caution readers from laying the data from the 
two reports end-to-end in order to create a IS year trend. Different school 
systems and data sources were used for many items. Moreover, we would caution 
researchers and policy makers from attempting to combine data elements In this 
report ^ e,g. dividing total revenues by total enrollment to try and derive a 
per pupil expenditure figure that jibes with what we have listed or what the 
members may treat as their own official figure. Many data sources were used 
for this report, not all of which are compatible with one another. 

Finally, I would like to thank personally Sharon Spriggs for the typing and 
production work on this report. Until attempted, it is almost impossible to 
Imagine typing all of these tables — without a word processor. 

Thank you , 



Michael Casserly 
Senior Associate 
Legislation and Research 
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I. GREAT CITY SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND DaEMOGRAPHICS 
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4,000,000 



Chift 1. Inrollmint In Great City SchQQls, Fill liSO-liSS 



§,000»000 



4,75Q,Q00 . 



4,iU0»080 



4,250,000 



$4.6© 



I4,iffl 



14. 4a 



S4,|fii 



liso 



1981 



1934 



liSi 



inrellment In th% Grtit City lahdels dropped by 3.3% bitwiin the Fall of 
liSQ ind 1915. During the sami piriod thi natlonil gnrollaiint in pybllc 
ichsali dropped by tboyt 3.91^ The l9SS>^3g enrol Inint in tht urbinehoals 
Ineriaiid ovtr the prevlaui year for thi first timt sines liSB^Si, 



Chart i. Enrol Inint in Qreat City lehooli ai a Ptrsint of the NitiQn'i Py&lie 

School Total inrollment 







i9eo 



19S2 



1984 



ISii 



The Great City School's ihari of the total national public ichQel ifi» 

rollfflint Increasid illghtly from 11.2^ to ll*3?i bttwein the Fall 9f 

1980 md 1985- This Is tht first period In aver twenty years in wMeli 

urban school enrollment remilned stable rtlativt to the national en- 
rol Imtnt, 
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Charw 3. Gr— #at City lengol Share of the Nation's Public Sc^^^fll gftfgtat 

by Rasi and Year 



4,9$ 



4,3% 



33.75 



32.31 



17.41 



980 1984 
Whiti 



liSO 1984 



1980 1184 
Hiipinle 



11,5!^ 



20, Is 



.11 



ZBJ% 



liSO lP€* 
Ait an 



1900 1984 
NlnQri ty 
Total 



The ^s^eat City lehodl systemi enroll 28,71 of ill thi r"a«:1^t iiilorlty ghUdrtn 
in ttt^m nation who attgnd public lehool . Thi iriat City S^hQ^I'i iHart of 
each racial group has decllneds hswevefs 'i lightly iin^g W hWof liSO. 



Chart 4. 




Whi ti Black Hi i pi ni c Ai 1 an Hi nor 1 ty 

Total 



The ^^reatiit Increase sinci 19SQ in the inronfflents In the cpfiltCity Schools 
has b ^ #en lein imong Asim ituaints whosi numbers Incfiai^s \5^]LV.it followed 
by Hi spanic students whose numbers inqreaied by 17, OS. W^i t^ iflrDllment dsc- 
rathfe^r significantly by IZ.ifi since 1980 whilt the nufnfaij's ^fl'ic^ cnildrtn 
remaf ned relatively stable. 
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Chart i. Radii Cofflpasnisn of *4hi Qria? City Schasl Snrell fQtnts Iii0,lii4 .1985 





1984 



1S85 



The CQfflpQsltiQn of thi inrQllminti of the Srtat City Scnool s ^csnti nues _to Cnin 
Thi pfQPQrtlon of the enrorimini that 1i white drooptd from 30.5'. in LiSC n 1 
in tht Fill of 1185. Thi shari Of the inrollment ttiit is alick aooiirs lo navt 
Etagillzid ilnce liSO,^ but the orosoriion that iitner nisaamc or as^an ^is 
increasid ratnir drifflitijJilly In just five /sirs. 
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CITY POPULATION AND LAND AREA* 
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LAND AREA TOTAL POPUUTION TOTAL POPULATION 





(SQ. MILES) 


1980 


1984 






95.3 


332 ,000 


351 ,000 


+ 5.7% 


ATLANTA 


131 ,5 


yi o ^ ft ft 

425 ,022 


426 ,000 


+ 0.2 


BALTIMORE 


78,3 


786,775 


764,000 


- 2.9 


iOSTON 


46 , 0 


EC ^ ftft a 

55'^ p994 


571 ,000 


+ 1 .4 


BUFFALO 


41 ,3 


357,870 


339,000 


- 5.3 


CHICAGO 


222 *B 


^ ftrt P 

SiOOS ,072 


2,992,000 


- 0.4 


CINCINNATI 


7B,0 


385 ,000 


370 ,000 


- 3.9 


CLEVELAND 


75 ,9 


^ ^ ^ ft ft ft 
573,822 


547,000 


- 4,7 


COLUMBUS 


ISO *9 


565 ,000 


566 ,000 


+ 0*2 


DADE COUNTY 


2 s042 *0 


1 ,625 ,979 


1 ,706 ,000 


+ 4.9 


DALLAS 


270.4 


904,078 


974,000 


+ 7.7 


DENVER 


95*3 


491 ,396 


505,000 


+ 2,8 


DETROIT 


138,0 


1 ,203,339 


1 ,089 ,000 


- 9,5 


FRESNO 


93 * 1 


218,000 


AAA 

267,000 


+22,5 


INOIANAPOLIS 


3Z5 . 0 


^ft ^ ftftft 
701 ,000 


710,000 


+ 1,3 


LONG BEACH 


by . 1 


361 ,334 


^^ft ftftft 
379 ,000 


+ 4.9 


LOS ANGELES 


463. 9 


ft ft T 

2 i966 ,761 


3,097,000 


+ 4.4 


MEMPHIS 


275 , 4 


646,356 


648,000 


+ 0,3 


MILWAUKEE 


ft C ft 

95 ,0 


636 ^21 i 


^ A ^ AAA 

621 ,000 


» 2.4 


MINNEAPOLIS 


CO ft 

58,0 


370 ,951 


ft F ft ftftft 
358,000 


" 3.5 


NASHVILLE 


Eft "7 Q 

50/ , 8 


455 ,651 


>i ^ ft ftftft 
462 ,000 


+ 1.4 


NEW ORLEANS 


1 y / , 1 


E ^ ^ 4 Oft 

557 i4S2 


CEft ftftft 

559 ,000 


_L ft ft 

+ 0.3 


NEW YORK CITY . 


299 , 7 


^ ft^ft ftftft 
7 ,072 ,000 


^ T ^ E ftftft 

7,165,000 


+ 1.3 


NORFOLK 


* g 


ft^ft 

266 ,979 


ftfSft ftftft 

280 ,000 


+ 4,9 


OAKLAND 


53 *4 


339 ,288 


ft^ft AftA 

352 ,000 


+ 3,8 


OMAHA 


90.8 


314,000 


334,000 


+ 6.4 


PHILADELPHIA 


128,5 


1,688,210 


1 ,647,000 


= 2.4 


PTTTSBURGH 


55.2 


,423,938 


403,000 


- 4.9 


PORTLAND 


93,5 


366,383 


36^,000 


0.0 




34.2 


£142,000 


243,000 


+ 0>4 


ST. LOUIS 


61,2 


453,085 


429 ,000 


- 5,3 


ST PAUL 


52.4 


270,000 


266,000 


- 1 .5 


SAN FRANCISCO 


45,4 


678,974 


713,000 


+ 5.0 


SEATTLE 


83,6 


493,846 


488,000 


- 1 .2 


TOLEDO 


81 .2 


354,635 


344,000 


- 3.0 


TULSA 


185. 6 


361 ,000 


375,000 


+ 3.9 


WASHINGTON 


61 .4 


__ 637,651 


623,000 


- 2.3 


CITY TOTAL: 


6,957.7 


32,094,083 


32,329,000 


+ 0,7% 


CITY AVERAfSE: 


188.3 


867,408 


873,757 


+ 0.7 


NATIONAL TOTAL: 


3,539,289 


226,546,000 


236,158,000 


+ 4,2K 


CITY % OF NAT. : 


0.2% 


14.2% 


13.7% 





*SOURCE: BUREAU OF THE CENSUS' STATISTICAL ABSTRACT OF THE UNITED 
STATES, 1986, TABLE 19 



ALBUQUERQUE 
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BALTIMORE 

BOSTON 

BUFFALO 

CHICAGO 

CINCINNATI 

CLEVELAND 

COLUMBUS T 

DADE COUNTY^ 

DALLAS^ 

DENVER 

DETROIT 

FRESNO 

INDiANAPOLIS 
LONG BEACH 
LOS ANGELES 
MEMPHIS 
MILWAUKEE 
MINNEAPOLIS 
NASHVILLE 
NEW ORLEANS 
NEW YORK CITY 
NORFOLK 
OAKLAND 
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PHILADELPHIA 

PITTSBURGH 

PORTLAND 

ROCHESTER 

ST. LOUIS 

ST. PAUL 

SAN FRANCISCO 

SEATTLE 

TOLEDO 

TULSA 

WASHINGTON 

CITY TOTAL: 
CITY AVERAGE: 
NATIONAL TOTAL: 
NATIONAL AVERAGE: 
CITY % OF NAT. : 
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A UVtK QD 






27.8% 


8.4% 


fifi fi 


1 4 


26. 8 


11.5 


□ *T ■ O 


1 n 




12.8 


■ ^ 


6 4 


21 .6 


12.7 


&0 ■ w 


2 7 


2B 2 
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114 


oo > o 


n A 
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*Ti3 . o 
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27 ft 


1^ 0 
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2^ A 
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bQ > 1 
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7Q d 
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1 ? n 


1 fl fl 
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12.6 
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Di^ > 1 


9 4 


30 . 3 
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Q ^ 




27 9 
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^ 1 > o 




28. 5 


10.3 


11 ^ 

I \ i 0 


1 4 n 


22.9 


14.0 


1 7 n 




25. 1 
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N' / » D 


n fl 


2Q 1 
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4 1 


27,0 


12.5 


7 7 


1 1 


20 . 0 


1 5.4 




n A 


25.0 


1 1 .0 




1 4 


28.8 


1 1 .7 






25.0 


13.5 


WW ■ & 


2 . 3 


24.6 


9.2 


dR 0 


9 S 


24. 3 


13.2 


1 p n 

i & ■ w 


2 . 3 


27.5 


12.2 


iJ / ■ Q 


3.8 


25.9 


14.1 


Pd fl 


n ft 


21 .4 


16.0 


7 6 


2. 1 


21 .8 


15.3 


25.8 


5.4 


26.6 


14.0 


45.6 


K2 


26.1 


17.6 


4.9 


2.9 


24.1 


15.0 


12.7 


12.3 


17,2 


15.4 


9.5 


2.6 


17.6 


15.4 


17.4 


3,0 


28.1 


12.5 


n .8 


1.7 


25.8 


10.8 


70.3 


2.8 


22.5 


11.6 


9,557,116 


4,427,719 


NA 


NA 


29.8$ 


is.a^i 


NA 


NA 


i QUW jUwU 


14,600,000 


63,682,000 


25,713,000 


11. 8K 


6,5% 


28.0% 


11.3% 


35.9% 


30.3% 


NA 


NA 


iMIAMI ONLY 








♦SOURCE: BUREAU 


OF THE CENSUS STATISTICAL ABSTRACT 


OF THE UNITED 



STATES. 1986. TABLE 19: 
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FALL ENROLLMENTS* 





1980-81 


1982-83 


1934-85 


1 985-86 




ALBUQUERQUE 


(76,545) 


73,258 


65 ,772 


77 ,940 




ATLANTA 


72,297 


67,566 


66 ,714 


66 854 


- 7 R 


BALTIMORE 


129,984 


119,789 


113, 500 


1 1 1 ,657 


-14.1 


BOSTON 


67,366 


56,198 


57,209 


(58 000) 

5WWW / 


-13 9 


BUFFALO 


47,904 


46 ,757 


46 ,042 


45 ,586 


- 4.8 


CHICAGO 


445,269 


435 ,843 


431 ,226 


430 908 


- 3.2 


CINCINNATI 


53,533 


52 J 71 


51 ,528 


51 ,458 


- 4.1 


CLEVELAND 


80,074 


77,377 


74,370 


73,699 


» 8.0 


COLUMBUS 


(72 ,555) 


69,417 


67,647 


67,000 


- 7.7 


DADE CCUNTY 


232,951 


222,058 


228.468 


236 ,227 


+ 1.4 


DALLAS 


129,305 


127,773 


128,145 


130,795 


+ 1 .2 


DENVER 


53,414 


62,827 


60 ,273 


58,614 


- 7,8 


DETROIT 


211 ,887 


202,989 


196,183 


184,258 


-13 1 


FRESNO 


(43*188) 


(47,889) 


(54,305) 


55 ,475 


+28.5 


INDIANAPOLIS 


(66,039) 


(54,526) 


53,264 


52 ,048 


-21 .2 


1 ONG BEACH 


55 ,550 


65 ,413 


61 ,81 J 


64,060 


+ 13,1 


LO^ ANGELES 


534,712 


544 ,32b 


56U .264 


574,177 


+ 7.4 


MEMPHIS 


110 J13 


105,414 


106 ,'607 


107,225 


» 2.6 


MILWAUKEE 


' 87,826 


86,332 


89,879 


86 ,000 


= 2.1 


MINNEAPOLTS 


42 ,137 


40,197 


40 ,384 


41 ,106 


- 2.5 


NA5HVILLF 


68,822 


66,334 


63,178 


63 ,704 


" 7.4 


NEW ORLEANS 


85,707 


81 ,318 


83,876 


83,744 


" 2.3 


NEW YORK CITY 


943,805 


918,384 


(925,072 j 


930,000 


- 1 .5 


NnRFOLK 
tiu r\ r IS 


36,131 


35 ,876 


31 ,664 ' 


35 ,375 


- 2.1 




48,338 


48,264 


51 ,005 


51 ,000 


+ 5.5 


UnMnM 


44,592 


42,305 


41 ,659 


41 ,322 


- 7,3 


PHILADELPHIA 


224,152 


207,782 


197,980 


193,750 


-i3;6 


PITTSBURGH 


45,907 


42,252 


40,257 


40,257 


rl2.3 


PORTLAND 


52,870 


51 ,169 


50,986 


46,863 


-11 .4 


ROCHESTER 


35,284 


34,086 


32,830 


32,000 


- 9.3 


ST. LOUIS 


61 ,471 


56,334 


53,300 


50,520 


-17.8 


ST. PAUL 


(32,283) 


(31 ,276) 


30,691 


31 ,670 


- 1.9 


SAN FRANCISCO 


59,107 


60,234 


63,228 


64,732 


+ 9.5 


SEATTLE 


48,551 


45,412 


43,447 


43,000 


-11 .4 


TOLEDO 


45 ,766 


43,629 


42,922 


43,291 


- 5.4 


TULSA 


(49,436) 


(47,687) 


44,740 


44,450 


-10.1 


WASHINGTON 


100,049 


91 ,828 


87,927 


84,858 


-15.2 


CITY TOTAL: 


4,606,118 


4,462,292 


4,438,365 


4,453,623 




NATIONAL TOTALS 


40,987,000 


39,652,000 


39,305,000 


39,386,000 


- 3.9% 


CITY % OF NAT.: 




1K3% 


11.3% 


n .3% 






^SOURCE: COUNCIL OF THE GREAT 


CITY SCHOOLSi 








11985-86 data 


from Educational 


Research Service 


or Council files 
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FALL ENROLLMENTS BY RACE 



1980-81 



19S2«83 



1984-85 



1985-86 



ALBUQUERQUE 

White 

Black 

Hispanle 

Asian 

Other 



(40,474) 
( 2,490) 
(30,185) 
( 1 .074) 
( 2J05) 



39,223 
2,546 

28,198 
1 ,254 
2,027 



40,422 
2,539 

28,082 
1 ,128 
1 ,899 



42,068 
2,399 

29,731 
1 ,167 
1 ,857 



+ 3,9% 

- 3,7 

- 1.5 
+ 8.7 

.8 



ATLANTA 



Whi ti 
Black 
Hiipani c 
Asian 
Other 



5,089 
65,667 
339 
198 
4 



5,046 
61 ,847 
310 
363^ 
NA 



5,041 
60,856 
343 
484^ 
NA 



4,743 
61 ,018 
362 
536^ 
NA 



-22 
- 7.1 
+ 6.8 
+165.4* 
NA 



^Includes "other" 



BALTIMORE 



White , 27,852 24,535 

Black 101,163 94,206 

Hispanic 202 228 

Asian ^ 532 604 

Other 235 216 

BOSTON 

White 23,681 16,631 

Black 30,900 27,045 

Hispanic 9,171 8,496 

Asian 3,314 3,751 

Other 300 275 

BUFFALO 

White 22,459 21,403 

Black 22,756 22,044 

Hispanic 2,132 2,365 

Asian 240 305 

Other 317 640 

CHICAGO 

White 83.255 71 ,171 

Black 269,132 264,530 

Hispanic 82,669 00,746 

Asian 9,546 10.715 

Other 657 681 



22,473 21 ,814 =21. 7^^ 

90,233 88,719 -12.3 

227 268 +32.7 

340 594 +11.7 

227 262 +11.5 



15,175 14,916 -37,0^ 

26,440 26,662 -13,7 

9,194 9,577 + 4.4 

4,339 4,464 +34.7 

263 239 -20.3 



20,668 20J62 -10. 2^; 

21 ,917 21 ,881 - 3,9 

2,543 2,689 +26.1 

329 ^ 381 +58.8 

585 595 +07,7 



63,430 51,096 -26,6% 

261,386 259,955 - 3.4 

94,246 97,325 +17.7 

11,421 11,763 +23.2 

743 769 +17.1 
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1980-81 



19S2-83 



1984-85 



1985-86 



CINCINNATI 



White 

BUck 

Hispanic 

Asian 

Other 



22.580 
30,748 

72 
199 

34 



21 ,710 
29.970 

74 
398 

19 



21 ,143 
29,879 

91 
394 

21 



20,806 
30,059 
130 

438 
25 



- 7,9% 

- 2.2 

+ 80,6 

+no,i 

- 26-5 



CLEVELAND 



Whi te 

Black 

Hispanic 

Asian 

Other 



22,378 
53,987 
2,951 
495 
263 



20,498 
52,808 
3,190 
658 
223 



19.004 
SI ,290 
3,185 
703 
188 



18,153 
51 ,199 
3,273 
902 
172 



- 18,9! 

- 5,2 
+ 10.9 
+ 82.2 
-34.6 



COLUMBUS 



White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Asian 

Other 

DADE COUNTY 

White 
Black 
His pan 1 c 
Asian 
Other 



(51 ,249) 
26,727 
( 216) 
( 486) 
( 29) 



74,270 
68,932 
87,666 
1 ,990 
93 



44,271 

24,406 
( 220) 
( 490) 
( 30) 



64,044 
69,557 
86,165 
2,198 
94 



36,580 
29 ,252 

191 
1 J 50 

474 



60,198 
74,184 
91 ,573 
2,441 
72 



35,433 
29,369 
195 
1 ,283 
35 



59,811 
77,241 
96,461 
2,539 
75 



- 30.9^ 
+ 9.9 

- 9.7 
+164.0 
+ 20.7 



- 19,51 
+ 12.1 
+ 10.0 
+ 27.6 

- 19.4 



DALLAS 



White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Asian 

Other 



DENVER 



I -hi tt 
Black 
Hi spani c 
As i an 
Other , 



38,959 
63,984 
24,612 
1,264 
486 



25,210 
14,489 
20,832 
2,244 
299 



33,543 
63,545 
28,050 
2,145 
489 



24,754 
14,380 
20,670 
2,450 
565 



29 ,997 
63,425 
21 ,985 
2,251 
497 



22,421 
13,100 
20,026 
2,12? 
394 



28,462 
64,534 
34,873 
2,393 
533 



22,548 
13,457 
21 ,365 
2,191 

695 



- 26.9^ 
+ 0.9 
+ 41.7 
+ 89.3 
+ 9.7 



- 10.6^ 

- 7.1 
+ 2,6 
+ 2.4 
+132.4 
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1980-01 1982-83 1984-85 1985^86 



DETROIT 



White 
Black 
Hi spin ic 
Asian 
Other 



25,919 
181,300 
3,583 
738 
347 



22,073 
176,251 
3,347 
826 
492 



20,599 
171,464 
3,139 
S88 
392 



17,758 
168,865 
3,462 
848 
431 



- 31,5!S 

- 6.9 

- 3.4 
^ 14.9 
+ 24.2 



FRESNO 



Whi ti 
Black 
Hispani c 
Asian 
Other 



25,064 
5,343 

14,194 
1 ,104 
554 



24,219 
5,601 

16,030 
3,073 
517 



24,735 
6,003 

17,923 
5,773 
516 



24,679 
5,385 

18,705 
6,830 
625 



- 1,5% 
+ 19.5 
+ 31 .8 
+518,7 
+ 12.8 



INDIANAPOLIS 

Wh1 te 

Black 

Hispanic 

Asian 

Othsr 

LONG BEACH 



32,659 
32,808 
306 
234 
30 



29,430 
25,446 
294 
309 
33 



28,301 
24,378 
262 
301 
22 



27,357 
24,087 
294 
292 
17 



16,3^ 
26.6 
3.9 
24.8 
43.3 



White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Asian 

Other 

LOS ANGELES 

Wh i te 

Black 

Hispanic 

Mian 

Other 

MEMPHIS 

White 
Black 
Hispani c 
Asi an 
Other 



29,769 
10,656 
10,462 
5,459 
304 



127,281 
124,607 
241 ,830 
38,625 
2,369 



26,440 
83,078 

43 
537 

15 



26,734 
11,573 
11 ,978 
5,787 
341 



118,120 
116,036 
266,958 
41,321 
U893 



24,684 
82,278 
NA 
593 
NA 



25,652 
12,300 
13,970 
9,581 
309 



110,313 
112,869 
292,625 
43,099 
1 ,358 



24,116 
82,482 
NA 
458 
NA 



25,253 
12,341 
15,109 
10,813 
333 



107,216 
110,439 
308,610 
46,468 
1 ,444 



23,989 
82,594 
NA 
551 
NA 



' 15. 25^ 
+ 15.8 
+ 44.4 
+ 98.4 
+ 9.5 



- 15.85^ 
' 11 .4 
+ 27.6 
+ 20.3 
» 39.1 



9.3?; 

0.6 
2.6 
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MILWAUKEE 



1980-81 



1932-83 



1984-85 



1985-86 



n 



White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Allan 

Other 



39,811 
40,775 

5.308 
770 

1 J62 



36.140 
42,631 
5,700 
1 t242 
619 



33,525 
46,198 
6,471 
1 ,528 
2,696 



33,065 
48,724 
6,810 
1 ,832 
2,127 



- 17 

+ 19, 
+ 28, 
+137, 
+ 83, 



0% 

5 

3 

9 

1 



MINNEAPOLIS 



Whi ti 

Black 

Hispanic 

Asian 

Other 



29,039 
8,377 
575 
1 ,825 
2,321 



26,205 
8,985 
578 
2,407 
2,022 



25,403 
9,451 
540 
2,250 
2,470 



24,745 
10,2P7 
602 
2,774 
2,698 



14,8% 
22,8 
4.7 
52.0 
16.2 



NASHVILLE 

White 
Black 
Hispanic 
As i an 
Other 

NEW ORLEANS 

Whits 

Black 

Hispanic 

Asian 

Other 

NEW YORK 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Asian 

Other 

NORFOLK 



45,252 
22 ,725 
169 
596 
95 



10,065 
72,322 
1 ,132 
2,162 
26 



253,690 
363,948 
287,494 
38,197 
476 



43,170 
22,209 
(185) 
955 
85 



8,422 
58,951 
1 ,204 
2,716 
25 



239,496 
356,441 
287,173 
40,626 
479 



39,284 
32,545 
216 
971 
72 



7,997 
71 ,752 
(1 ,300) 
(2,800) 
(27) 



212,137 
355,753 
308,906 
54,287 
675 



38,910 
22,879 

(229) 
(1 ,031) 
(76) 



7,233 
72,498 
1 ,^30 
2,944 
^8 



206,333 
356 ,933 
314,748 
57,631 
586 



' 14,0^ 
+ 0,7 
+ 35.5 
+ 73,0 
- 20.0 



- 0,2 
+ 26.3 
+ 36.2 
+ 7,7 



' 18, 7^ 
- 1 .9 
+ 9.5 
+ 50.9 
+ 23,1 



White 
Black 
Hispanic 
As i an 
Other 



14,574 
21 ,600 
204 
1 ,059 
34 



13,246 
21 ,1^1 
294 
1 ,158 
37 



12,119 
18,019 

(286) 
(1 ,125) 
(36) 



13,165 
20,717 
(295] 
(1 ,161] 
(37] 



- 9.7% 

- 4.1 
-44,6 
+ 9,6 
+ 8,8 
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1980-81 1932-83 

OAKLAND 

White 6,638 5,868 

Black 32.832 31 ,120 

' Hi^oanic 4,901 5,184 

1^'^ 4,523 5,741 

Other 
OMAHA 

White 31 ,378 29,219 

Black 11 ,292 11 ,122 

Hispanic 1,013 1,033 

Asian 441 477 

Other 468 409 



PHIUDELPHIA 

White 66,416 55,691 

Black 140,336 130,803 

Hispanic 15,964 16,648 

Asian 3,319 4,449 

Other 117 191 

PITTSBURGH 

White 22.653 M,245 

Black 22,914 21,662 

- Hispanic 79 80 

Asian 256 (260) 

Other NA NA 

PORTLAND 

White 40.026 37,311 

Black 7,312 7,756 

Hispanic 956 983 

Psian 3,620 4,238 

Other 956 881 

ROCHESTER 

Whiti 14,373 12,625 

Black 17,078 17,005 

Hispanic 3,263 3,599 

Asian 433 536 

Other 137 170 



12 



1984-85 1985-86 % 4 



5,637 5,415 - 18.4% 

32,940 ^ 32,431 » 1.2 

5,114 5,983 + 22J 

7,048 7,763 + 71 .6 

899 272 = 13.7 



28,468 28,300 - 9.8% 

11,145 11,217 - 0.7 

1 ,133 1 ,161 + 14.6 

467 439 - 0.5 

458 506 + 8.1 



50,287 48,693 - 26,7% 

125,717 124,812 - 11.1 

16,828 17,384 + 8.9 

4,949 5,477 + 65.0 

396 235 +100.9 



18,930 18,678 - 17.6^ 

20,979 20,914 - 8.7 

57 54 =31.7 

285 383 +49.5 

NA 9 



37,595 37,575 - 6A% 

7,491 7,579 + 3,7 

968 1,028 + 7,5 

3,998 3,864 + 6.7 

934 9b7 +0.1 



11 ,310 10,591 ' 26.3^ 

16,870 16,938 - 0.3 

3,777 3,940 + 20.8 

676 690 + 59.4 

197 189 + 38.0 
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13 



ST. LOUIS 



White 
Black 
Hi span i c 
Asian 
Other 



ST. PAUL 



Wh i te 
Black 
Hispani c 
Asian 
Other 



SAN FRANCISCO 

White 
Black 
Hi span i c 
As i an 
Other 

SEATTLE 

White 
Black 
Hi spani c 
Asi an 
Other 



TOLEDO 



White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Mian 

Other 



TULSA 



White 
Black 
Hispani c 
Asi an 
Other 



1930-81 


1932-83 


1984-85 


1985=86 


% 4 


12,856 


11,249 


11 ,309 


10,508 


- 18,3^i 


48.362 


44,624 


41 ,097 


38 


,255 


- 20.9 


108 


120 


101 




91 


- 15.7 


135 


303 


394 




437 


+223.7 


10 


38 


60 




67 


+570.0 


23,919 


21 ,538 


20 ,506 


20 


,74s 


= 13, 3/^ 


3,878 


4^000 


4 ,348 


4 


,715 


+ 21.6 


1 ,616 


1 ,538 


1 ,713 


1 


,572 


^ 2.7 


2 ,263 


3 ,077 


3 ,476 


3 


,772 


+ 56 . 7 


646 


615 


648 




628 


- 2.8 


10,062 


10,143 


10,539 


10 ,194 


+ 1 .3fi 


15,682 


13,789 


13,843 


13 ,236 


- 15,6 


9,471 


10,328 


10,963 


11 ,476 


+ 21 .2 






19 991 


23 


,136 


1 .8 


325 


344 


7! 892 


6,050 




27,700 


23,377 


21 ,885 


21 


517 


- 22. 3!^ 


10,309 


10,445 


10,222 


10 


363 


+ 0.5 


2,023 


1 ,986 


1 ,979 


2, 


106 


+ 4 J 




R 977 




8 


408 


+ 18.3 


lt412 . 


1 ,327 


1 ,243 


1 - 


,251 


-11.4 


28,046 


26,308 


25,448 


25,380 


- 9.5% 


15,199 


14,968 


15,031 


15 ,407 


+ 1 A 


1 ,897 


1 ,972 


2 ,026 


2,089 


-Lin 1 


294 


329 


335 




353 


+ 20.1 


61 


52 


64 




62 


+ 1 .6 


34,305 


32,219 


29,507 


28,948 


- IB. 6% 


11 ,319 


11 ,544 


n ,752 


n ,984 


+ 5.9 


534 


698 


622 




617 


+ 15.5 


515 


745 


607 




574 


+ 11,5 


2,752 


2,422 


2,147 


2,170 


- 21 .2 
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1980-81 1982-83 

WASHINriTON 

White 3.700 3,221 

Black 94,336 85,368 

Hiipinic 1,348 1,538 

Asian 640 655 

Other 25 46 

CITY TOTALS 

White 1,420,111 1,287,782 

Black 2,149,363 2,069,641 

Hispanic 869,521 906,210 

Asian 160,001 181 ,177 

Other 19,779 18,648 

NATLONAL TOTALS 

White 28,797,667 NA 

Black 6,372,397 NA 

Hispanic 3,169,654 NA 

Asian 745,387 NA 

Other 303,444 NA 

CITY % OF NATIONAL 

White 4.9% NA 

Black 33.7 NA 

Hispanic 27.4 NA 

Asian 21.5 NA ^ 

Other 6.5 NA 



J984-85 1985-86 



3,245 3,254 - 11.8% 

81 ,526 80,681 - 14.5 

2,400 2,965 ■i'120.0 

730 731 + 14.2 

26 36 + 44.0 



1 ,195,399 1 ,169,533 - 17.6% 

2,060,687 2,051,776 » 4.5 

962,523 1 ,017,009 + 17.0 

199,438 217,853 + 36.2 

28,900 26,091 + 31 .9 



28,106,295 NA » 2.4?^ 

6,388,670 NA +0.3 

3,598,511 NA + 13.5 

994,108 =^ NA ■ + 33.4 

364,313 NA + 20.1 



4.3^^ NA 

32.3 NA 

26.8 NA 

20 . 1 NA 

7.9 NA 



NA; Not available 

*Source: Council of the Great City Schools 
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CHILDREN AGED 5-17 BELQ'i POVERTY LIVING IN CITIES 
AND PRIVATE SCHML ENROLLMENT IN CITIES* 



NUMBER POO"; CHILDREN ^ NUMBER PRIVATE SCHOOL CHILDREN^ 



fit RiiniiFRnuF 


9 /77 


□ 5DUU 




n 171 






49 ^234 






26 ,337 


£.0 , / uu 


B y r r o L U 


19^211 


1 7 nnn 




18^,280 


141 ,400 




NA 


NA 




33,914 


24 7nn 






1 3 7nn 

1 J 5 / WW 




54,108 


52 ,300 


f^AI 1 A^ 


34,647 


21 "inn 


UCll V ^ K 


14,305 


12 ,300 


nFTPnTT 

yc 1 r\U 1 1 


80,441 


45 ,100 




NA 


NA 


TNnTAMAPn! 

i IH U 1 n liM r U L 1 ^ 


NA 


NA 


LUI^iv^ DLMyn 


11 /375 


5 ,31 1 




117,917 


94I0OO 


MFf*pHT ^ 


42,742 






25 i 281 




MTNNFAPni 


8,099 


p, inn 


NA^HVTI I F 


13,725 


1 2 ,380 


NFU HRi FAN^ 


435420 


32 , 300 




391 slSO 


n i nnn 


NORFOLK 


12I760 


6,845 


OAKLAND 


15,291 


8.700^ 


OMAHA 


8,518 


13,100 


PHILADELPHIA 


94,286 


109,500 


PITTSBURGH 


15,280 


20,700 


PORTLAND 


7.977 


7,500 


ROCHESTER 


11 ,222 


8,900 


ST, LOUIS 


27,796 


21 ,000 


ST. PAUL 


15 ,545 






25 ,948 


SEATTLE 


7,461 


12,100 


TOLEDO 


12,358 


16,648 


TULSA 


NA 


NA 


WASHINGTON, DC 


27,852 


18,300 


CITY TOTALS 


1 ,465,700 


1,184,734 


NATIONAL TOTALS 


7 J00,Q20 


5,043,700 


% 


20. 6% 


23, 




h9B0 data 






*SOURCE: Bureau of The Census 1 1980 
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HANDICAPPED STUDENT iNROLLf€NT, VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 

ENROLLMENT AND LlMlTED^ ENfiLISH PROFICIENT- ENROLLMENT 
1984-85* 

TOTAL SPECIAL TOTAL VOCATIONAL TOTAL LIMITED ENGLISH^ 

EDUCATION ENROLLMENT EDUCATION EMRuLLM ENT PROFICIENT ENROLLMEFJT 

ALBUQUERQUE 9,330 ~ 16,525 — " — ~ — i 'etc " 

ATLANTA 4,528 15,154 'gsg 

BALTIMORE 18,918 28,276 1 430 

BOSTON 10,617 NA 12 'se? 

BUFFALO 8,468 31 ,190 VjBl 

CHICAGO 45,054 124,700 33 39S 

CINCINNATI NA 8,425 mI 

CLEVELAND 5,724 8,825 1 054 

COLUMBUS 6,675 9,156 ' 

DADE COUNTY 21 ,815 52,000 

DALLAS 9,364 34,534 

DENVER 4,811 10,157 

DETROIT 16,616 2 880 

FRESNO NA 2,117 IX 

INDIANAPOLIS J, 859 3,035 NA 

LONG BEACH 4,051 9,700 5 S79 

LOS ANGELES 46,492 75,000 

MEMPHIS 12,114 29 3^8 

MILWAUKEE 8,652 14 530 

MINNEAPOLIS 4,859 1,768 

NASHVILLE 5,839 16,668 

NEW ORLEANS 9,270 18,926 2 057 

NEW YORK CITY 105,803 140,802 feo'ooo) 

NORFOLK NA NA '35 

OAKLAND NA NA 2 707 

OMAHA ■ 5,600 4,410 '345 

PHILADELPHIA 24,989 24,760 4 035 

PITTSBURGH 6,147 4,507 • '138 

PORTLAND 4,923 3,120 1 533 

ROCHESTER 4,686 6,647 NA 

61 

NA 



TOLEDO 4,751 6,149 
TULSA 5,684 1,324 
WASHINGTON _ 7,394 NA 



CITY TOTALS: 408,802 732,345 

11980-81 data 



84 

25,:j92 
8,793 
2,727 
4,873 



101 ,795 
330 
2,283 
NA 
491 



ST. LOUIS 6,745 2,966 

ST. PAUL 4,715 8,849 

SAN FRANCISCO 6,021 NA 1? 7■^^ 

SEATTLE 4,342 15,897 3,258 

186 
NA 
2,001 



293,411 



*SUURCE: Council of the Ureat City Schools 
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II. GREAT CITY SCHOOL STAFF AND ORGANIZATION 
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SCHOOL BOARD SIZE AND TERMS OF OFFICE* 





NUMBER (y SCHOOL 


TERMS OF 


OVERLAP 


RESIDENCY 




BOARD MEMBERS 


OFFICE 


IN TERMS 


REQUIREMENT 


ALBUQUERQUE 


7 


5-6 years 


Stagga red 


yes 


ATLANTA 


9 


4 


Concurrent 


yes 


BALTIMORE 


9 


6 


Staggered 


yes 


BOSTON 


13 


2 


Concurrent 


yes 


BUFFALO 


9 


5 


Staggered 


yes 


CHICAGO 


n 


5 


Staggered 


yes 


CINCINNATI 


7 




Staggtr-ed 


yes 


CLEVELAND 


7 


4 


Staggered 


yes 


COLUMBUS 


7 


4 


Staggered 


yes 


DADE COUNTY 


7 


4 


Staggered 


yes 


DALLAS 


9 


3 


Staggered 


yes 


DENVER 


7 


6 


Staggered 


yes 


DETROIT 


13 


3 


Staggered 


yes 


FRESNO 


5 


8 


Staggired 


yes 


INDIANAPOLIS 


7 


4 


Staggered 


yes 


LONG BEACH 


5 


4 


Staggered 


yes 


LOS ANGELES 


7 


4 


Stagge red 


yes 


MEMPHIS 


9 


4 


Concurrent 


yes 


MILWAUKEE 


12 


4 


Staggered 


yes 


MINNEAPOLIS 


7 


4 


Staggered 


yes 


NASHVILLE 


9 


5 


Staggered 


yes 


NEW ORLEANS 


5 


J? 

0 


Staggered 


yes 


NEW YORK CITY 


7 


4 


Staggered 


yes 


NORFOLK 


7 


2 


Concurrent 


yes 


OAKLAND 


7 


4 


Staggered 


yes 


OMAHA 


12 


4 


Staggered 


yes 


PHILADELPHIA 


9 


6 


Staggered 


yes 


PITTSBURGH 


9 


4 


Staggered 


yes 


PORTLAND 


7 


4 


Concurrent 


yes 


ROCHESTER 


7 


4 


Staggered 


yes 


ST. LOUIS 


12 


6 


Staggsred 


yes 


ST. PAUL 


7 


4 


Stagge rid 


yes 


SAN FRANCISCO 


7 


4- 


Staggered 


yes 


SEATTLE 


7 


6 


Staggered 


yes 


TOLEDO 


S 


4 


Staggered 


yes 


TULSA 


7 


4 


Staggered 


yes 


WASHINGTON 

CITY MODE: 


n 


4 


Staqqered 


ves 


7 rembers 


4 yaars 


Staggered 


yes 




•SOURCE: Council of the 


Great City 


School s 
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ELECTION AND SELECTION OF BOARDS OF EDUCATION* 





n Un nfcns t f\3 wnua £11- 




wnu Fl FTTFn 


ALSUOLIEROLIF 


Elected 




My 1 arye 


ATLANTA 


El 6cted 




ISi^fTQ 3ri/^ Nil* 




AnDoi n ted 








Eleetad 




MU 1 arye anu uy uiatr iw-w 


SUFFAL n 


Eiectfid 




Sjr Q1 syri Gu 












El^c^d 




At l^rge 




El ected 




u i a rye 


wywMiiPWi^ 


Elected 




DADE COUNTY 


Elected 








Elected 




BY U 1 3 u r 1 ^ u 


y ^ii V 


Elected 




At 1 M fris 


y & { f\y X 1 


Elected 




At l^rop ^hfl hv rii^fpirf 

i@! uiiu LJ y u 1 2 4, 1 1 u 


FRESNO 


Elected 


— — 


At large 


INDTANAPOLTS 


ilectad 




At laro^ ^nri hv rfi^tn'rt 




Electad 




At 1 arge 


LQ^ ANfiFLE? 


Elected 




Bv di s tr1 ct 


MEHPHIS 


Elected 




At 1 arge 


MTLWALiiCFF 


Elected 




At larQS ^nri hv Hi^ff'irt 


MINNEAPOLIS 


Elected 




At 1 a rge 




Elected 




At 1 ^ rge 


NEW ORLEANS 


Elected 




At 1 a rge 




Appoin tid 


M^vor and Bourouoh Prei i d^n 




NORFOLK 


Appointed 


City Council 




OAKLAND 


Elected 




By district 


OMAHA 


Elected 




By district 


PHILADELPHIA 


Appointed 


Mayor 




PITTSBURGH 


Elected 




By district 


PORTLAND 


■ Elected 




At large 


ROCHESTER 


Elected 




At large 


ST. LOUIS 


Elected 




At large 


ST. PAUL 


Elected 




At large 


SAN FRANCISCO 


Elected 




At large 


SEATTLE 


Elected 




At large ana by district 


TOLEDO 


Electad 




At large 


TULSA 


Elected 




At large 


WASHINGTON 


Elected 




By district 


CITY MODEi 


Elec^d 


Mayor 


At large 



*SOURCE: Council of the Great City Schools 



26 



ERIC 



SCHOOL BOARD MEETINGS* 



20 





REQUIRED FREQUENCY OF 


NUMBER OF STANDING 


USE OF AD HOC 




BCWRD MEETINGS 


COMMITTEES 


COMMITTEES 


ALBUQUEROUE 


2/month 


1 


yes 


ATLANTA 


S/month 


7 


no 


BALTIMORE 


2/month 


4 


yes 


BOSTON 


2/month , 


5 


no 


BUFFALO 


Z/month 


8 


yes 


CHICAGO 


2/month 


6 


yes 


CINCINNATI 


i/2months 


6 


yes 


CLEVELAND 


2/month 


6 


yes 


COLUMBUS 


2/month 


7 


no 


DADE COUNTY 


2/month 


5 


yes 


DALLAS 


3/mon th 


4 


yes 


DENVER 


3/month 


3 


yes 


DETROIT 


2/month 


5 




FRESNO 


2/month 


0 


yes 


INDIANAPOLIS 


2/month 


2 


yes 


LONG BEACH 


1/wtek 


5 


no 


LOS ANGELES 


1 /month 


7 


yes 


MEMPHIS 


2/month 


0 


yes 


MILWAUKEE 


1 /month 




yes 


MINNEAPOLIS 


2/month 


8 


yes 


NASHVILLE 


2/month 


0 


yes 


NEW ORLEANS 


2/month 


0 


yes 


NEW YORK CITY 


2/month 


-- 


— 


NORFOLK 


1/year 


0 


yes 


OAKLAND 


1/week 


0 


yes 


OMAHA 


2/month 


5 


yes 


PHILADELPHIA 


2/month 


5 


yes 


PITTSBURGH 


1 /month 


3 


yes 


PORTLAND 


2/month 


0 


yes 


ROCHESTER 


2/month 


1 


yes 


ST. LOUIS 


1/mon th 


6 


yes 


ST. PAUL 


2/month 


no 


SAN FRANCISCO 


2/month 


6 


yes 


SEATTLE 


2/mQnth 


6 


yes 


TOLEDO 


1 /month 


7 


yes 


TULSA 


2/month 


4 


no 


WASHINGTON 


1 /montn 




nn 



CITY MODE: 'l/month S or 6 yes 

♦SOURCE: Council of the Great City Schools 
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SUPERINTENDENT CHARACTERISTICS, 1985-86 
ANN UAL SALARY^ YEAR HIRED SEX RACE 



21 

NUMBER OF DAYS ON DUTY* 



^LeUUUt KUU t 


S 75,000 1984 


rema i e 


Hi span i c 


228 


ATI AKfTA 

A 1 LAN 1 A 


82,955 1973 


Male 


Bl ack 


230 


SALTIMQRE 


: NA 1983 


Female 


Black 


NA 


BOSTON 


yu.ouo 


985 


Male 


Black 


NA 


t FA L y 


62,232 


1975 


Ma 1 e 


Wh 1 te 


221 


CHi wM(iO 


100,000 


985 


Male 


Bl ack 


224 


CINCINNA I J. 


75,000 1 


986 


rema 1 e 


Black 


223 


CLEVELAND 


NA 1 


986 


Male 


Black 


NA 


COLUMBUS 


85,365 


1982 


Male 


Wh i te 


260 


DADE COUNTY 


100,147 


lyso 


Mai e 


Wh1 te 


230 


DALLAS 


104,487 


1978 


Male 


Wh 1 te 


226 


DENVER 


75,000 


1985 


Male 


Wh 1 te 


o ^ ^ 

Z27 


DETROIT 


85,000 


1975 


Male 


Bl ack 


ZH6 


FRESNO 


82,875 


1979 


na 1 e 


Wh 1 te 


OOQ 


INDIANAPULIb 


86,303 


1982 


na 1 e 


Wh 1 te 


cbU 


LONG BEACH 


78,558, 1 
113,731^ 1 


986 


Mai t 


Wh 1 ti 


228 


LOi ANGELES 


981 


Ma 1 e 


Wh 1 te 


224 


MEnPHI 5 


71,994 1979 


Mala 

Ma ! e 


D 1 acK 




MI LWAUKEh 


76,000 1975 


Ma 1 e 


Wn 1 te 




MINNEAPOLIS 


NA 


1980 


Male 


B 1 ack 


NA 


NASHVILLE 


61,600 19S0 


Ma ie 


Wrn te 


dou 


NEW ORLEANS 


NA 1985 


Male 


Bl ack 


Kl A 

NA 


NEW YORK CITY 


95,000 1984 


Ma Ie 


Hf spani c 


221 


NORFOLK 


82,600 1983 


Male 


Black 


252 


OAKLAND 


72,129 1986 


Male 


Black 


227 


OMAHA 


73,000 _ ^984 


Mai s 


Whi te 


d^D 


PHILADELPHIA 


85,000^ 1982 


Female 


Black 


244 


PITTSBURGH 


69,768 1980 


Male 


White 


226 


PORTLAND 


81,120 1 


982 


Male 


Black 


231 


ROCHESTER 


52,500 1 


986 


Mali ^ 


Wh i te 


228 


ST. LOUIS 


85,000 1 


983 


Malt 


Black 


227 


ST. PAUL 


72,832 ly84 


Male 


Whiti 


260 


SAN FRANCISCO 


72,000 1986 


Male 


Hispani c 


227 


SEATTLE 


89,427 1986 


Mali 


White 


260 


TOLEDO 


61,000 1985 


Female 


White 


224 


TULSA 


77,148 1976 


Male 


White 


226 


WASHINGTON, 


78,630 1981 


Female 


Black 


237 


CITY AVERAGE: 


$ 80,106 1982 


Male 




234 



iData for school year 1984-85 

*S0URCE: Educational Research Service. Salaries Paid Professional 
Personnel In Public Schools. All other data from Council of the Great 
City Schools. 
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TEACHER CHARACTERISTICS, 1985-85 





NUMBER OF 


NUMBER OF DAYS 


MAIN BARGAINING 


NUMBER OF DISTRICT 




TEACHERS 


TEACHERS ON DUTY 


UNIT 


CLASSROOM BUILDINGS 


ALBUQUERQUE 


3s 173 


182 


NEA 


114 


ATLANTA 


3t926 


190 


NEA 


114 


BALTIMORE 


NA 


NA 


AFT 


190 


BOSTON 

W Wild 1 \JI\ 


NA 


NA 


AFT 


123 


BUFFALO 


3,007 


186 


NEA 


76 


CHICAGO 


22 ,002 


183 


AFT 


597 


CINCINNATI 


2,100 


183 


AFT 


NA 


CLEVELAND 


NA 


NA 


AFT 


129 


COLUMBUS 


3i332 


195 


NEA 


128 


DADE COUNTY 


12i679 


212 


AFT 


250 


DALLAS 


7,1 77 


185 


NEA 


783 




3,412 


183 


NEA 


116 


DETROIT 


6 ,544 


195 


AFT 


292 


FRESNO^ 


2,018 


183 


NEA 


NA 


INDIANAPOLIS 


2,698 


190 


NEA 


83 


LONR BEACH 


2,587 


182 


NEA 


80 


LOS ANGELES 


25,373 


182 


AFT/NEA 


644 


MEMPHIS 

1 IWI 11 • • ^ w 


5,367 


180 


NEA 


159 


MILWAUKEE 


5,198 


187 


INDEPENDENT 


140 


MINNEAPOLIS 


NA 


NA 


AFT 


52 


NASHVILLE 


3,347 


185 


NEA 


137 


NEW ORLEANS 


NA 


NA 


AFT 


127 


NEW YORK CITY 


44,564 


186 


AFT 


1095 


NORFOLK 


1 ,802 


190 


NEA 


NA 


OAKLAND 


9 527 


183 


NEA 


NA 


OMAHA 


2,314 


186 


NEA 


75 


PHILADELPHIA 


n ,304 


190 


AFT 


255 


r 1 i 1 jDUKisn 


9 739 


1 89 


AFT 


88 


PORTLAND 


2,464 


184 


NEA 


100 


ROCHESTER 


1 ,564 


188 


AFT 


50 


ST. LOUIS 


3,589 


183 


AFT 


119 


ST. PAUL 


1 ,354 


183 


AFT 


74 


SAN FRANCISCO 


2,392 


181 


NEA 


121 


SEATTLE 


2,500 


182 


NEA 


91 


TOLEDO 


2,136 


182 


AFT 


66 


TULSA 


2,550 


ISO 


NEA 


92 


WASHINGTON 

CITY TOTAL: 


5,265 


190 


AFT 


184 


203,004 


5,960 


18 NEA 

17 AFT 


6,744 


CITY AVERAGE: 


6,343 


186.3 


INEA/AFT 


204 



1 INDEPENDENT 

* SOURCE: Educational RiSiarch Sarvi cay Salaries Paid Professional Personnel 
i n Public Schools . 
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AVERAGE SALARY PAID TO CLASSROOM TEACHERS- 



ALBUQUERQUE 

ATLANTA 

lALTIMORE 

BOSTON 

BUFFALO 

CHICAGO 

CINCINNATI 

CLEVELAND 

COLUHBUS 

DADE COUNTY 

DALLAS 

DENVER 

DETROIT 

FRESNO 

INDIANAPOLIS 
LONG BEACH 
LOS ANGELES 
MEMPHIS 
MILWAUKEE 
MINNEAPOLIS 
NASHVILLE 
NEW ORLEANS 
NEW YORK CITY 
NORFOLK 
OAKLAND 
OMAHA 

PHILADELPHIA 

PITTSBURGH 

PORTLAND 

ROCHESTER 

ST. LOUIS 

ST. PAUL 

SAN FRANCISCO 

SIATTLE 

TOLEDO 

TULSA 

WASHINGTON 

CITY AVERAGE 
NAT' L AVERAGE 



1980-81 


1982-83 


1984-85 


1985-86 


% ^ 


NA 


$ 19 228 


S 21 2BS 


S 21 540 


NA 


18,112 


21 400 


25 070 


27,459 


+51 


16 4^5 


NA 




NA 


NA 


22 ,S01 


NA 


23 000 


NA 


NA 


IS Q17 


22 095 


2^ 145 


27 114 


H=43 4 


23.331 


24,843 


NA 


29 084 


+24* 7 


NA 


NA 


NA 


27 *378 


na' 


IS ftn? 


20 029 


2d 273 


NA 
riM 


NA 


NA 


li 263 


24 325 


27 251 


NA 


IS 7^4 


22 646 


2^ 475 


2fi 742^ 


4»42 d 


18 1 


22 1 T2 


2^ 460 


2fi nfiS 


4-43 d 


22 Odd 




90 750 


'^9 dA7 


+47 


20 Qld 




9fi 7fl0 


M A 


NA 


21 


22 770 


27 528 


2Q A^^I 


4-33 1 


NA 


na 


NA 


27 d^n 


NA 








28,2681 


-^38 , 4 




2d 352 


5s An7 




i □ / y 






2 1 ^S'^ 


+4 A R 




9d ?nn 




2 7 ^ 


+ i7 D 


1 Q son 




MA 


INM 


NA 


1 fl 7nn 

IQ ^ / Uy 


91411 




9^ -a^o 


Tfc3 . U 




NA 


fU A 




NA 




5^ niR 






+3A 7 


15,922 


19 f 443 


21,007 


23,807 


+49.5 


NA 


NA 


NA 


2fi dOl 


NA 


20^779 


22,133 


NA 


NA 


NA 


23,976 


26,954 


29,056 


30,273 


+26.3 


NA 


26a50 


29,205 


29,672 


NA 


17,684 


22,196 


24,7^5 


25,671 


+45.2 


NA 


NA 


NA 


32,434 


NA 


12,328 


13,921 


24,81B 


25,892, 
29,000^ 


+108.4 


NA 


NA 


27.982 


NA 


NA 


26,885 


28,980 


30,921 


NA 


22,533 


NA 


NA 


27,019 


+19.9 


18,000 


20,705 


24.458 


26,508 


+47.3 


NA 


NA 


24,818 


26,914 


NA 


22,883 


NA 


27.659 


31.709_ 


+36.6 


$19,671 


$22 ,S46 


526 .079 


$27,655 


+40.6^ 




$23,587 


125 ,276 





1 Data art for schsel year 1984-85 

2 Data art for calender year 1985 

3 Data are for school ytar 1983-84 

Souret: Educational Reiearch Service. 
In Public Schools. 



Salaries Pal d PrQfesslQnal Personnel 



NOTE: Individual city averages may vary because of regional t cost-of-living 
or factors related to the age and ixperience of the teaching forci and 
may not reflect actual pay scale differences or real differences in 
comptnsat'^on 
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GRADE LEVEL ORGANIZATION 


it 




PRIMARY GRADES 




MT nni P Rf?AnF^ 


SECONDARY GRADF^ 


ALBUQUERQUE 










ATLANTA 


K-5,K-7 




□ 0 




BALTIMORE 








? 1 & , i U— 1 


BOSTON 






0 — 0 


3— 1 4, 


BUFFALO 








Q=1 2 


CHICAGO 








^— i 


CINCINNATI 










CLEVF! AND 










COLUMBUS 








DADE COUNTY 






D = 0 


9-12 


DALLAS 






7-8 


9-12 


DENVFR 








ID-l ? 


DETRDTT 


K-5 




w ~ 0 


Q=l 2 


FRE^MD 










INDT ANAPOLIS 










LONn RFACH 


K-6 




7-9 


10-12 


LOS ANGELES 






7-9 


10-12 


MEHPHTS 






7-9 


10-12 


MILWAUKEE 










MINNEAPOLIS 


K-3 , K-6 ^3»6 ^4=6 




7-85K-8 


9-12 


NASHVILLE 


K-4,K-3,K-2.K-6,3-6,3 




=6 7-8 5=R 7-9 


9-12 


NEW ORLEANS 


K-6 




6=8 7-9 


9-12,10-12 


NEW YORK CITv 






7-9 fi-S 


9-12 


NORFOLK 






7-8 


9-12 


OAKLAND 


K-6,K-4 




5=8,7-957-8 


10-12 


OMAHA 










PHILADELPHIA 






5-8,7-9 


9-12,10-12 


r * 1 J 3D Un wT! 






6-8 


9-12 


PORTLAND 






6-8,7-8 


9-12 


ROCHESTER 










ST, LOUIS 


K-5 




6-8 


9-12 


ST. PAUL 


K-5,K-4,5-6,K-8,K- 




^6 7-8 


9-12 


SAN FRANCISCO 


K"5 




6-8 


9-12 


SEATTLE 


K,3-6,K-3,K-6,4-6 




6-8,7-8 


9-12,10-12 


TOLEDO 






7-8 


9-12 


TULSA 


K-8,K-4,K-6 








WASHINGTON 




5-8,7-9 


9-12,10-12 
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ALTERNATIVE/ 
SPECIAL 



7-12 



1-8,6-1059-10 



K-12 
7-12 



K-12 



♦SOURCE: Council of the Griat City Schools 
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in. GREAT CITY SCHOOL FINANCES 
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Chart i, ToUl Aivenuis of Srsst Ciiy Scftoels, liSQ-lSaS (Inflation idjusted) 
120.0 D 



Sli.O b 



SIO.O fc 
0 



SIS. 2b 



1nf1 ttion 




SIS. 2b 



Ili.Sb 



SIS. Ob 



514. Sb 



isso-ai 



iss4-as 



Thi tstal revgnuii (In^'ydlng local, itito and faderil) Of the Sreat City Scnool 
hive inereased from S13»S billion in 1580=11 to over S19.7 billion in 1985-35, 
a gain of 45.1%. Adjusted for inflation, these fivinuts have grown aboyt 12n 
during tha la^i psriod. 



Chart 7. LQ^ai , State and Fidiral %Mr% of Grtat Clt^ Scnool Revenuis bv Yaar^ 



100 








I 

federal 9.2i 


federal 11. 5S 


fedtral l.il 


federal 8.31 














itati 


state 


state 


stati ; 




41.91 


46.71 


47,21 


41,31 ; 

I 


Percent 








! 

: 














local 


local 


local 


1 ocal 




41. SS 


43.11 


44,01 


42.6* 


0 












1980-81 


^ 1982-83 


19S4-SS 


isss^as 



The local » state and federal sharis of total Great City School revenyei 
rtfflalned relatively stable between 1980 and 1985, loth the local and siati 
ihafi increased while the federal Share decreased. The 1985-86 school year 
was thi first year since 1900-31 in wnicn the federal snare of revenuti in* 
creasfd. 
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Chart S. Greit City Schssl Revinuts ii a Fircint of All LOCil Sosndlng 
on Iduca^ion NitlOfiiily 



r 



11,35 



13. IS 



81 



1932- 



Tha Graat City Schools garnerid 12.15 gf all Igciny derived rivsnuei In ISSC 
and 1£.9% in 1981. 



Shsrt 9. 3riat Cfty S^h^sl Hsvoriyci ii a Person* sf A1> State Spending 
on idycition Nationally 





12,*% 




1910-81 



1981-13 



1984-8S 



1985-35 



Thg Great City SehooU Incraasid its ihare of all ititt ipending an edycitlon 
froffl U.Q% in ISiO to 12.7'^ in ISSS-ifi 



34 



Chart 10. Sreit City Senool Sevinuei as a Ptrcint of All Fedefa'l spgnding 



18.2% 



17.11 



17,21 



lS.il 



1980-31 



1982-13 



198S-a6 



The Grtit City School i garnired 1S.S% of ill fiflsraT fundi spent of iducatian 
at tht ilestntar^ and liisndary livil 1n ISSS-Sfi, Thii li tht nlgnest percint 
einci tht 1972^72 sehggl year. 



Chart 11^ Grsat City School Rrvenyes ai a Fercant of All Spindlng an Education 

Hationally 




12.7% 



12. 7% 



13,0% 



13,1^ 



liio-ai 



19S2-S3 



I9a4-as 



liss-ag 



The nation's sptnding on Sreat City Schools Incpeasid from of ill 

€ltnientary and stcondary aduCation funding in 1980 to 13,lf.= In liSs-Se* 




AVERAGES PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES^ 
(C wurrtnt Operations) 



1980^81 1^82-83 



ALBUQUERQUE j 


\ 1,953 


S S,657 


ATLANTA 


2,002 


S,556 


BALTIMORE 


2,249 




NM 


BOSTON 


3,669 




hi & 


BUFFALO 


2,838 






CHICAGO 


2,655 


-5 


ml 


CINCINNATI 


NA 




nA 


CLEVELAND 


2,614 






COLUMBUS 


2,011 


2 


t ,558 


DADE COUNTY 


2,056 


2 


: ,916 


DALLAS 


1 ,957 


2 


,576 


DENVER 


2,987 


3 


,441 


DETROIT 


2,529 


2 


,872 


FRESNO 


2,545 


2 


,585 


INDIANAPOLIS 


2,046 


2 


,802 


LONG BEACH 


2,118 


2 


,524 


LOS ANGELES 


3,096 


3- 


,116 


MEMPHIS 


1 ,861 


1. 


^ .957 


MILWAUKEE 


3,111 


4. 


. sll4 


MINNEAPOLIS 


2,537 


2. 


- ^957 


NASHVILLE 


1 ,778 


2. 


. .196 


NEW ORLEANS 


1,515 




NA 


NEW YORK City 


2,721 


3^,300 


NORFOLK 


2,074 




^.737 


OAKLAND 


2,529 


3^ 


«731 


OMAHA 


2,087 




NA 


PHILADELPHIA 


3,185 


3, 


^390 


'PITTSBURGH 


NA 


4. 


^957 


PORTLAND 


2,759 


3, 


^643 


ROCHESTER 


NA 




NA 


ST. LOUIS 


2,384 


g, 


^587 


ST. PAUL 


2,308 




*748 


SAN FRANCISCO 


NA 




^475 


SEATTLE 


3,404 




NA 


TOLEDO 


1 ,968 




030 


TULSA 


1,842 




- 550 


WASHINGTON ^ 


2,731 




. 379 


CITY AVERAGE; $ 


2,440 


S 3,C029 


NATIONAL AVERAGE; 


2,195 


2,6 


=83 



^SOURCE: Educational raesea 
in Public Schools. 



1984-.85 


1 9S5-SS 




2,874 


S 2,784 


+42.6 


2,948 


3,255 


+62.6 


NA 


NA 


NA 


4,141 


NA 


NA 


4,135 


4,477 


+57.8 


3,247 


4,008 


+51 .0 


NA 


4,328 


NA 


4,059 


NA 


NA 


3,117 


3,681 


+83.0 


3,394 


3,639 


+77.0 


3,260 


3,240 


+65.6 


4,226 


4,361 


+46.0 


3,487 


3,703 


+46.4 


2,891 


3,123 


+22.7 


3,555 


3,668 


+79.3 


^.972 


3,295 


+55.6 


3,174 


3,440 


+11.1 


2,204 


2,368 


+27,2 


4,439 


4 ,559 


+46,5 


NA 


NA 


NA 


2,654 


2,887 


+62.4 


NA 


NA 


NA 


3,925 


5,206 


+91 .3 


3,327 


3,766 


+SK6 


NA 


3,235 


+27.9 


NA 


3,171 


+51 .9 


4,316 


4,625 


+45.2 


5,592 


5,975 


NA 


2,990 


4,374 


+58.5 


MA 


b ,53 1 


NA 


4,544 


5,406 


+26.8 


4,047 


3,792^ 


+64.3 


3,864 


4,154 


NA 


NA 


4,302 


+26.4 


3,397 


3,372 


+71 .3 


2,649 


2,917 


+58.4 


3,930 


4.365 


+57.0 


3,564 


S 3,905 


+60.1%' 


3,138 


3,485 


+58,8% 



Service. Salaries Paid Professional Personnel 



NOTE: Individual diys^ averages may vary because of regiDnal, accounting, 
cost-of-living and otte^er differences and mav not reflect relative financial 
effort. 
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RESIDENTIAL PRflP=ERTY TUX RATES 
Per $100 Assess sed Valuation* 





Effective Rate 
1980 


Effect''v-»'e Rata 


Effective Rate 
1984 


Effecti ve 
1985 


Rate 

% A 


ALBUQUERQUE 


$ 


S 2.15S 


$ 1.79 


S 1 .82 




ATLANTA 


2.21 




1.23 


1 .75 


- 20.8^ 


BALTIMORE 


2.39 




2.70 


2.70 


+ 13.0 


BOSTON 


4.60 




1 .71 


1.64 


- 64,4 


BUFFALO 












CHICAGO 


2.73 


1 J9 - 


1.99 


1 .63 


- 40.3 


CINCINNATI 












CLEVELAND 


1 .56 


1.46 - 


1.81 


2 .08 


+ 33.3 


COLUMBUS 


1.22 










DADE COUNTY 












DALLAS 


2.21 










DENVER 


0.73 


o.go 


0.70 


0.74 


+ 1 .4 


DETROIT 


4.01 




4.04 


4.16 


+ 3.7 


FRESNO 












INDIANAPOLIS 


3.49 




2.56 


3,32 


- 4.9 


LONG BEACH 










«^ 


LOS ANGELES 


1.13 




0.65 


0.65 


'42.5 


MEMPHIS 


1.71 


1.74 


1 . 54 


1.75 


4- 2.3 


MILWAUKEE 


2.39 


2.94 


3.34 


3.22 


+ 34.7 


MINNEAPOLIS 




2.2? 


2.31 


2.27 




NASHVILLE 


1 .04 










NEW ORLEANS 


0.94 




1 .06 


1 .30 


-i- 38.3 


NEW YORK CITY 


1.79 


1.66 


1.42 


1,37 


- 23.5 


NORFOLK 




1.19 


1.14 


1,15 




OAKLAND 








a= 




OMAHA 




2.10 


1 .98 


2.01 




PHILADELPHIA 


2.25 


2.70 


2.62 


2,62 


+ 16,4 


PITTSBURGH 












PORTLAND 




2.lO 


2.37 


2.57 




ROCHESTER 












ST. LOUIS 


2.08 


i.sfi 


2.15 


1.04 


- 50.0 


ST. PAUL 












SAN FRANCISCO 


1 .23 










SEATTLE 


0.91 


0.95 


0.99 


+ 8.8 


TOLEDO 












TULSA 












WASHINGTON 


1.10 




_ _ L.13 _ 


1 .14 


+ 3.6 


CITY AVERAGE: 


1 .99 




1.87 


1 .91 


- 4.0^; 



NOTE: Effective tax rate calculatidby rfiu tjl tip lying the nomlna I tax rate per $100 
by the assessment level . 

*SOURCE: Government of the District of C^l umbia Tax Burdens jr—i Washington, D.C . 
Cor gared With Tho se In the Lar^gS ^ t City in Each Static Annual, 
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BONDED DEBT RATING 
(Gsniral ^ligations Only) 



31 



MUNICIPAL- 
BCND RATING 



SCHOOL^ 
BC^D RATING 



SCHOOL BUDGEl 
AUTHORITY 



ALBUQUERQUE 


Aa. 


Aa 


Dependent 


ATLANTA 


Aa 




Independent 


BALTIMORE 


a1 




Dependent 


BOSTON 


Baa 




Dependent 


BUFFALO 


Baa 




Dependent 


CHICAGO 


Baal 


Ba 


Indepindent 


CINCINNATI 


Al 


Baa 


Independent 


CLEVELAND 


Baa 


Ba 


Independent 


COLUMBUS 


Al 
Al 


Baa 


Independint 


DADE COUNTY 


A 


Independent 


DALLAS 


Aaa 


Aaa 


independent 


DENVER 


Aa 


Aaa 


Independent 


DETROIT 


Ba 


Baa 


Independent 


FRESNO 


Aa 


Al 


Independent 


INDIANAPOLIS 


Aa 


Aa 


Independent 


LONG BEACH 


Aa 




Independent 


LOS ANGELES 


Aa 


Aa 


Independent 


MEMPHIS 


Aa 




Dependent 


MILWAUKEE 


Aa 




Independent 


MINNEAPOLIS 


Aaa 


Aaa 


Independent 


NASHVILLE 


Aa 




Dependent 


NEW ORLEANS 


A 

Baal 


A 


Independent 


NEW YORK CITY 




Ctependent 


NORFOLK 


Aa 




Dependent 


OAKLAND 


Aa 


A 


Independent 


OMAHA 


Aaa 




Independent 


PHILADELPHIA 


Baa 


Ba 


Dependent 


PITTSBURGH 


Aaa 


A 


Independent 


PORTLAND 


Aaa 

A^ 




Independent 


ROCHESTER 


Baal 


Independent 


ST, LOUIS 


Baa 


Independent 


ST. PAUL 




Aa 


Independent 


SAN FRANCISCO 


Aal 




Independent 


SEATTLE 


Aa 


A 


Independent 


TOLEDO 




A 


Independent 


TULSA 


Aa 


Independent 


WASHINGTON 






Dependent 



BONDED DEBT^ 
S 35,500,000^ 



$253,070,000^ 
35,500,000^ 
69,630,000| 
65,0l9,192f 
7,560,000| 
186,684^ 
10,050,000| 
161 ,100,000f 
5,420,000' 
95 ,000^ 
114,818,0002 



45,iS53 



168.845 .000^ 



30.230,000^ 

2u5,j00| 
yO,/26S 



7,600,000^ 



6,025,000 
19,780,000; 
5,480,000' 



CITY MODE Aa A Independent 

^Bonded debt as of September 30, 1985 

|Bonded debt as of June 30, 1984 

f Bonded debt as of June 30, 1985 

^Bonded debt as of August 31, 1984 

^Bonded debt as of June 30, 1983 

^Bonded debt as of June 30 ^ 1981 

^Bonded debt as of October 2, 1985, including $19,400,000 in TANS 

|Bonded debt as of December 31, 1984 

^Bonded debt as of August 3U 1985 

♦SOURCE: Moody's Municipal and Govemrent Manual 1986 



as 



FISCAL DISPARITIES IN EDUCATION SPENDING PER CAPITA, 1981 



EDUCATION AID 





CITY 


SUBURBS 


CITY 


4LBUQUEkQJE 




$ 352 


S425 


ATLANTA 


\ C 


1 


SALTIMORE 


711 




394 


BOSTON 


296 


138 


482 


BUFFALO 


322 


313 


466 


CHICAGO 


329 


166 

* W W 


405 


CINCINNATI 


loo 




'f J J 


CLEVELAND 


9Q7 
to/ 






COLUMBUS 






joy 


DADE COUNTY 


COD 




0 / o 


DALLAS 








DENVER 


167 


263 


421 


DETROIT 


347 


ZZ3 


C ^ 

536 


FRESNO 








INDIANAPOLIS 


254 




449 


LONG BEACH 


441 


AC A 

454 


4b© 


LOS ANGELES 


441 


VI e VI 
454 


ifl E S 

4b8 


MEMPHIS 


151 


196 


315 


MILWAUKEE 


ii/ 






MINNEAPOLIS 






Ann 


NASHVILLE 


Id/ 


13o 




NEW ORLEANS 




9nfi 


4 1 Q 


NEW YORK CITY 


9/11 






NORFOLK 








OAKLAND 








OMAHA 


1 






PHILADELPHIA 


259 


209 


361 


PITTSBURGH 


191 


213 


376 


PORTLAND 


1 Qd 

1 13 H 






ROCHESTER 


336 


309 


576 


ST. LOUIS 


258 


203 


385 


ST. PAUL 


248 


322 


408 


SAN FRANCISCO 


392 


378 


350 


SEATTLE 


267 


389 


359 


TOLEDO 


212 


156 


386 


TULSA 


181 


330 


349 


WASHINGTON 


97 


172 


461 


CITY AVERAGE: 


$264 


$271 


$412 



SPENDINIS EDUCATION SPENDING AS % OF TOTAL 



CUD j !PR Q 


TTTV 






*f /3 








45 


H ij t 




50 






46 


^d? 


28 


37 




30 

WW 


46 




9A 


DO 


44o 


OH- 


QO 


480 


31 


□ 4 


7 Q 

378 


40 


^9 

Jt 


4E2 


33 


4o 


551 


31 


51 


551 


31 


45 


605 


33 


40 


357 


39 


53 


452 


31 


36 


452 


31 


36 


348 


28 


45 


528 


34 


42 


527 


25 


4 1 


245 


34 


44 


338 


31 


40 


752 


20 


Vl o 








4 Jo 




o^ 


bbb 






505 


26 


52 


465 


29 


44 




CO 


53 


619 


31 


47 


420 


31 


51 


527 


25 


41 


436 


20 


32 


542 


28 


51 


433 


34 


45 


487 


38 


66 


503 


15 


46 


S473 


30% 


45« 



*S0URCE* Advisory Conum'ssion on Intergovernmintal Relations. Fiscal 
Ctfntral Cities and Suburbs t 1981, 
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TOTAL LOCAL 





1980-81 


1982-83 


ALBUQUERQUE 


* 1 £ A A ^ nen 
1 1 0 ^HH-O sUbU 


# 1 / ,yy 1 5UUU 


ATLANTA 




QI fi71 n?R 


BALTIMORE 




1?7 fifin 


BOSTON 


1 Ho 3^UU t UUU 


1 !?nn nnn 
1 ^£ ,&uu ,uuw 


BUFFALO 
CHICAGO 


DH 1 Uqq ^Dl3 <j 
QQ7 m/l 


D^' i^UQ , U 1 w 

n^i nnn 

D 1 7 f UQ 1 ,UUU 


CINCINNATI 




qn QAs nnn 

3kJ ,Q'tm ,UUU 


CLEVELAND 


115,000^000 


126 ,318,000 


COLUMBUS 


100,391 ,863 


1 19 ,234 ,199 


DADE COUNTY 


190,000 ,000 


240,930,302 


DALLAS 


166.379,617 


218,235,000 


DENVER 


171 ,823.253 


192,175,132 


DETROIT 


197,996,729 


(210,000s000) 


FRESNO ^ 
INDIANAPOLIS ^ 


21 5806,483 


26 ,409 t862 


(62,000,000) 


(70,000,000) 


LONG BEACH 


17,246|186 


18,035 ,695 


LOS ANGELES 


333,086 ,883 


269,847,378 


MEMPHIS 


1 10,462 ,476 


125 ,079 ,681 


MILWAUKEE 


122,880,000 


1 36 j367 ,440 


MINNEAPOLIS 


47,919,051 


73 J 37 ,956 


NASHVILLE 


81 ,6tD5 ,225 


90 ,709 ,384 


NEW ORLEANS 


^ ~ ^ 

65,000,000 


85 ,572 ,000 


NEW YORK CITY 


1 , 71 2 s95Z ,794 


Z , 1 88 ,893 sSSO 


NORFOLK 


41 ,657 ,000 


52 ,362 s295 


OAKLAND 


14,105 ,070 


14,572 iSOO 


OMAHA 


(58,000,000) 


69,525,792 


PHILADELPHIA 


253,744,000 


296,160,000 


PITTSBURGH 


73,651 ,737 


105 ,818,000 


PORTLAND 


95,772,757 


149,532,873 


ROCHESTER 


73,182,693 


78,287,640 


ST, LOUIS 


69,708,123 


76,672,923 


ST, PAUL 


63,960,876 


(75,000,000) 


SAN FRANCISCO 


24,300,000 


31 ,400,000 


SEATTLE 


22,980,240 


35,102,550 


TOLEDO 


86,019,665 


79,516,000 


TULSA 


52,894,034 


62,419,695 


WASHINGTON 


249,67.2,900 


306,517,800 


CITY TOTALS: 


$ 5,612,274,039 


$6,667,629,031 



*Includii all local taxation, tuition, 
county and intermediate unit revenugi 
cnarges 



'calendar year budqets 
21981-82 data 
^1986-87 data 
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REVENUES^ 



1984-85 


1985-86 






J ,^UU ,UUU 


<*■ OQ 7nn nnn 
5 , /uu ,uuu 


^ i *k 






143 613 8S6 


+ 77 


.7 


1 %9 Q71 nnn 


138 661 SIS 


+ 10 




i%o Q7A 1 no 




_ 1 c 

1 w 


1 
. 1 


en 9Qn n^A 


DO , I / / ,£ JQ 


+ 77 


A 
■ *+ 


fiidu nnn 
oOj , OM-Q ,uuu 


A di^ nnn 

□ ! , ^ / ^ , UUU 


T 3D 


D 
. Q 


117 n77 nnn 
1 1 / ,u / / ,uuu 


1 07 flon nnn 
1 , 03U ,uuu 


+ '^n 


q 


140,000,000 


146,000,000 


+ 27 


.0 


(125,000,000) 


1.31 ,015,000 ■ 


+ 30 


.5 


410,163,118 


423,935 ,941 


+123 


A 


227,400,094 


244,898,400 


+ 48 


A 


190,592,000 


204,572 ,000 


+ 19 


. 1 


229,854,134 


246,084,814 


+ 24 


.3 


29,877,398 


31 ,954 J88 


+ 46 


.5 


82,711 ,350 


90,476,300 


+ 45 


.9 


24,565,118 


30,826 ,435 


+ 78 


. 7 


331 ,889 ,383 


378,070 ,683 


+ 13 


5 


149,631 ,669 


168,828,129 


+ 52 


.8 


175 ,161 ,120 


189 ,169 ,720 


+ 54 


.0 


117,135,000 


(138,000,000) 


+188 


0 


101 ,669,000 


1 18,354,000 


+ 44 


9 


98,747,498 


95,074,993 


+ 41 


3 


2 ,594 ,205 ,000 


^ 0^0 r\r\fS 

Z ,701 ,829 ,000 


i E 7 


7 


(60,000,000) 


69,755,954 


+ 67. 


5 


(20 ,000 ,000) 


24 , 1 58 , 124 


+ 71 . 


3 


90,204,832 


95,257,296 


+ 64. 


2 


340,701 ,000 


354,565,000 


+ 39. 


7 


147,635,905 


151 ,498,634 


+105. 


7 


182,909,736 


191 ,941 ,148 


+100. 


4 


88,524,395 


98,667,368 


+ 34. 


a 


92,638,980 


94,327,500 


+ 35. 


3 


92,399,466 


99,802,828 


+ 56. 


0 


32,770,947 


39,952,643 ^ 


+ 64. 


4 


40,272,799 


39,892,273 


+ 73. 


6 


69,439,466 


75,646,862 


- 12. 


1 


70,916,430 
362,785 ,000 


69 ,102,742 
382,654,000 


xm 



$7,995,676,951 5 8,370,948,968 + 49,2% 

fees. Investments, rentals, reimbursements, 
local carryovers, general fund balances. 
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TOTAL STATE REVENUES* 





19Sa-81 


1982-83 


1984-^85 


1985-86 


! 






ALBUOUERQUE 


S 133 ^ 284,380 


$ 181 ,287,141 


$ 203,600,000 


% 211 800 OQD 




58 


■ 7 


ATLANTA 


53 ^ 123,203 


62,813,000 


92,825,031 


104.285 914 


+ 


96 




BALTIMORE 


144.^ 000,000 


147,420*857 


166,265,000 


177 333 102 


+ 


23 




BOSTON 


lOO ^- 300,000 


97,500,000 


161 ,190,922 


177.592 984 




77 




BUFFALO 


77 ^ ?S0,000 


93,307,406 


1 18,066,659 


1 35 479 867 


+ 


75 




CHICAGO 


643^ 130,860 


647,746,000 


726 ,273,000 


802 315 000 


+ 


24 




CINCINNATI 


50^838,000 


63,981 ,000 


90,245,000 


105 ,026 000 


+ 106 


. 6 


CLEVELAND 


80 ^ 000,000 


163,300,000 


(158,500,000) 


154 000 000 




92 


.5 


COLUMBUS 


82 ^ 112,234 


99,723,224 


nio*ooo.oon) 


118 127 000^ 


+ 


4^^ 


Q 


DADE COUNTY 


290 ^ 000,000 


361 ,172,808 


465,738,950 


521 069 270 




71" 


7 


DALLAS 


127^ 631 ,982 


145,008,600 


164 834 90S 


1 34 76B 061 




5 


. u 


DENVER 


57^ 879,320 


68,978,541 


66 124 000 


f60 000 onni 




3 


7 


DETROIT 


298^ asi ,887 


31 7,130,000 


392 632 129 


435 952 372 


+ 


45 


Q 


FRESNO 


84^ 350,531 


88,265,396 


121 ,667,728 


150,033.900 




77 




INDIANAPOLIS 


(50^ 000,000) 


(65,000,000) 


88,225,440 


103 100 t^nn 


+ 


71 


s 

. Q 


LONG BEACH 


93^ 370,623 


120,468,937 


144,154,522 


167,329,759 




79 


.2 


LOS ANGELES 


1,228^975,289 


1 ,282,788,295 


1 ,626,302,214 


1 ,854 ,103.249 




50, 


.9 


MEMPHIS 


74, 369,584 


78,807,874 


94,038,340 


106,655,349 




43. 


,4 


MILWAUKEE 


125,215,000 


155,810,000 


190,010,880 


204,731 ,280 




61 

W «J 1 


.5 


MINNEAPOLIS 


55 ^ 593,039 


(60,000,000) 


64,787,000 


(77,000,000) 


-1- 


38, 


.5 


NASHVILLE 


41 . 250,187 


43,961 ,421 


55,169,000 


57,210,000 


+ 


38. 


,7 


NEW ORLEANS 


78,284,624 


94,946,000 


122,468,964 


128,575,139 


+ 


64. 


,2 


NEW YORK CITY 


1 .033,777,178 


1 ,371 ,908,491 


1 ,677,145,000 
(40,000,000) 


1 ,899,820,000 




82, 


,9 


NORFOLK 


27, 112,036 


32,457,157 


46,319,000 


+ 


70. 


8 


OAKLAND 


98,759,237 


111 ,400,178 


(125,000,000) 


143,258,541 




45. 


1 


OMAHA 


(35,500,000) 


39,463,760 


40,269,384 


38,617,587 




8. 


8 


PHILADELPHIA 


387,377,000 


414,338,000 


470,494,000 


517,483,000 


+ 


33. 


6 


PITTSBURGH 


58sO00,911 


68,589,000 


79,659,699 


84,998,841 


+ 


46. 


5 


PORTLAND 


35,^06,816 


38,002,025 


37,876,248 


39,261 ,494 




10. 


9 


ROCHESTER 


44^923,963 


56,397,508 


70,136,825 


80,752,154 


+ 


79, 


8 


ST, LOUIS 


78,554,517 


85,180,759 


107,516,059 


116,602,521 


+ 


48. 


4 


ST. PAUL 


62.360,4731 


(58,OCO,000) 


53,477,773 


54,574,456 




13. 


2 


SAN FRANCISCO 


145, 1 00,000 


162,300,000 


195,960,531 


230,192,363 




58. 


6 


SEATTLE 


101,381 ,843 


107,154,657 


119,635,942 


120,786,381 


+ 


19. 


1 


TOLEDO 


46,^71 ,900 


66,052,456 


65,144,335 


70,335,500 




51 . 


0 


TULSA 


45,240,267 


65,625,447 


61 ,293,827 


68,595,432 




51. 


6 


WASHINGTON 
















CITY TOTALS: 


$6,185,^06,884 


S 7^116,^85,938 


$ 8,566,729,308 


$.9, 498, 086, 406 


+ 


53. 


6% 



♦Includis rtvenues from all state sources excludinp federal flow-throuqh funds. 

11981 -82 data 
21986 - 87 data 
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ESTIMATED TOTAL FEDERAL REVENUES*^ 



ALBUQUEROUE 

ATLANTA 

BALTIMORE 

BOSTON 

BUFFALO 

CHICAGO 

CINCINNATI 

CLEVELAND 

COLUMBUS 

DADE COUNTY 

DALLAS 

DENVER 

DETROIT 

FRESNO 

INDIANAPOLIS 
LONG BEACH 
LOS ANGELES 
MEMPHIS 
MILWAUKEE 
MINNEAPOLIS 
NASHVILLE 
NEW ORLEANS 
NEW YORK CITY 
NORFOLK 
OAKLAND 
OMAHA 

PHILADELPHIA 

PITTSBURGH 

PORTLAND 

ROCHESTER 

ST. LOUIS 

ST. PAUL 

SAN FRANCISCO 

SEATTLE 

TOLEDO 

TULSA 

WASHINGTON 



CITY TOTALS: 



1980-81 


1982-83 


1984=.85 


1985-86 


/e 


4 




14 261 500 


1 12,494,000 


$ 13,100,000 


S 15 ,600 ,000 




9 


,4 


27^120, 000 


23,865,000 


27,743,185 


27,654,081 




2 


.0 


61 ,446,000 


43,456,000 


45,223,000 


50,990,496 




17 


.0 


18 414.000 


14,592 ,000 


17,531 *759 


24,440,957 




32 


.7 


25 *523*231 


20,238,010 


22 ,223,924 


29,780,476 


+ 


16 


j 


195 216 968 


190 000 000 


194 388 000 


209 ,827 ,000 




7 


,5 


21 009 000 


16 667 000 


18 548 000 


19 ,075 ,000 




9 


,2 


52 588 302 


28 546 757 


30 604 447 


42 ,477 ,000 




19 


,2 


25 nni 348 


1 6 633 589 


18 036 175 


23,216 ,505 




7 


.2 


79 575 599 


62 276 421 


70 532 432 


82 ,434 ,850 


+ 


3, 


,6 


24 124 000 


22 276 000 


22 218 474 


26 ,165 ,945 


+ 


8 


,5 


20 000 000 


15 867 000 


13 048 OOQ 


19,534,000 




2. 


.3 


96 396 089 


72 459 534 


75 972 106 


80,374,762 




16 


. 6 


10 520 162 


8 096 976 


9 155 496 


9,788,121 




7, 


.0 




0,^0/ , ? Qw 


8 422 330 


12 682 269 




25 


.2 


Q^d Id 5UUU 


Q nnn nnn 
0 jUUU ,UUU 


1 U ^d j3 , /H-H- 


11 ?1 1 ^fid 








1 Q 7 ^ n ^ nnn 
1 s/ 5^-94 sUQU 


1 bb , /UU ,UUU 


1 oy , j/c ,yH£ 


1Q7 SET'S AQh 




J , 


A 


32,334,829 


c 1 J 1 ,4o i 




191 QQp 




Q 

Q , 


£ 


?R nfiA nno 


1 fl n?4 nno 


20 142 000 


27 ,200 ,000 


+ 


8, 


.5 


13 5370 ,000 


11 ,000,000 


12,405,000 


(15,000,000) 




12. 


.2 


12,881 ,000 


1 1 ,583,000 


11 ,716,000 


14,130,000 


+ 


9. 


.7 


25 ,463,000 


20,082,000 


25,552,283 


44,188,795 


+ 


73. 


.5 


366 ,241 ,687 


380,363,494 


443,944,000 


481 ,688,000 


+ 


31 . 


.5 


165324,433 


13,941 ,616 


14,782,914 


16,437,100 


+ 


0. 


.7 


12,983,000 


10,780,000 


11 ,111 ,000 


11 ,266,701 




13. 


.2 


5,891 ,000 


4,985,000 


6,093,116 


5,994,046 


+ 


1 . 


.8 


101 ,690,000 


80,241 ,000 


81 ,223,000 


93,525,000 




8. 


.0 


17*527,000 


. 14,563,000 


13,341 ,523 


15,621 ,278 




10, 


.9 


14,500,000 


11 ,000,000 


12,000,000 


12,374,646 




14. 


7 


14,287,000 


11 ,010,000 


11 ,884,733 


14,677,826 


+ 


2. 


7 


35,856,000 
10,728,921^ 


24,657,000 


26,954,680 


28,895,931 




19, 


.4 


(8,500,000) 


12,499,243 


12,517,077 




16. 


7 


16,584,023 


13,425,636 


13,991 ,102 


14,844 ,U09 




10 


.5 


15,260,000 


10,524,000 


12,462,001 


17,392,626 




9. 


7 


12,215,776 


9,908,356 


11 ,566,075 


13,005,107 


+ 


6. 


5 


4,i£23,275 


4,685,569 


5,871 ,355 


4,684,781 


+ 


10 


,9 


48,450,000 


37,690,000 


39,516,000 


43,578,000 




10. 


1 


.689,735,635 


$1 ,446,332,427 


$1 ,607,141 ,083 


$1,805,049,426 




6 


.8! 



*Data often txcludss child nutrition or federal caftttrla dollars which are 
handltd as entBrprise funds. Amounts will not correspond necessarily to 
anocation or tntitlement data in next chapter of this report, 

11981-82 data 
Zl 986-87 data 
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TOTAL ALL REVENUES^^ 
(Rsneral & Special ) 





T no n m 
1 yoU-Q 1 






1 aoe_efi 


% A 




ALBUQUERQUE 


S 163t98B,940 


$ 211 ,773,141 


S 305,100,000^ 


S 299,SO0,0O0| 


+ 


82 




ATLANTA 


163,858,180 


178,351 ,028 


240,184,1522 


280,553,881^ 




71 


.2 


BALTIMORE 


331 ,446,000 


318,701 ,717 


344,459,000 


366,985,416 


+ 


10 


.7 


BOSTON 


266,914,000 


244,292,000 


311,696,790 


326,355,094 


+ 


22 


,3 


BUFFALO 


156,861 ,824 


177,751 ,432 


200,580,651 


231 ,437,579 




47 


.5 


CHICAGO 


1 ,091 ,275,653 


1 ,356,797,000 


1,604,309,000 


1 ,626,615,000 


+ 


49 


.1 


CINCINNATI 


165,600,000 


171 ,497,000 


235,870,000 


246,791 ,000 


+ 


49 


.0 


CLEVELAND 


247,588,302 


318,164,757 


329,104,447 


342,477,000 


+ 


38 


. 3 


COLUMBUS 


207,507,445 


235,591 ,012 


253,036,1 75 


272,358,505 






.3 


DADE COUNTY 


559,575,599 


664,380,031 


946,434,500. 


1 ,027,440,061^ 






.6 


DALLAS 


317,135,599 


385,519,600 


442,577,498^ 


460,543,121 ■ 


+ 


45 


.2 


DENVER 


249,702,573 


278,020,673 


269,764,000 


284,106,000 




1 3 


.8 


DETROIT 


593,363,953 


599,589,534 


698,458,369 


762,411 ,948 


+ 


28 


.5 


FRESNO 


115,677,176 


122 ,772,234 


160,700,622 


191 ,776,209 


+ 


64 


.4 


INDIANAPOLIS 


138,952,492 


143,267,988 


179,359,120 


206,259,469 


T 


AQ 
HO 


.4 


LONG BEACH 


118,828,809 


146,504,632 


178,959,384 


209,367,758 


+ 


76 


.2 


LOS ANGELES 


1 ,749,556,172 


1 ,709,335,673 


2,147,564,539 


2,429,827,427 


+ 


38, 


.9 


MEMPHIS 


217,166,888 


231 ,819,036 


277,305,053 


310,605,460 


+ 


43. 


,0 


MILWAUKEE 


273,163,000 


310,201 ,440 


385,338,626 


421 ,114,003 


+ 


54 


.2 


MINNEAPOLIS 


1 16,882,090 


144,137,956 


194,327,000 


(203,000,000) 


+ 


96. 


,8 


NASHVILLE 


135,786,412 


146,253,805 


168,554,000 


189,694,000^ 




39. 


.7 


NEW ORLEANS 


171 ,747,624 


200,600,000 


246,868,745^ 


268,838,927^ 




56 < 


.5 


NEW YORK CITY 


3,117,971 ,559 


3,941 ,165,515 


4,715,294,000 


5,083,336,000 




63. 


,0 


NORFOLK 


85,093,469 


98,761 ,068 


114,782,914 


118,768,954 


+ 


39, 


.6 


OAKLAND 


125,847,307^ 


136,752,678 


156,111 ,000 


178,683,366 




42, 


.0 


OMAHA 


99,391,000 


113,974,552 


136,567,332 


139,868,929 


+ 


44! 


.9 


PHILADELPHIA 


742,811 ,000 


790,739,000 


894,418,000, 


965,573,000 


+ 


30, 


.0 


PITTSBURGH 


149,179,648 


188,970,000 


240,637,127^ 


252,118,653^ 




69, 


,0 


PORTLAND 


145,679,573 


198, £34, 898 


232,785,984 


243,577,288 




67. 


.2 


ROCHESTER 


132,393,656 


145,695,148 


178,645,925 


194,097,348 


+ 


46, 


.6 


ST, LOUIS 


184,118,640^ 


186,510,682 


227,109,719 


239,825,952 




30. 


,3 


ST. PAUL 


137,550,270^ 


141 .500,000 


158,218,253 


166,894,261 


+ 


21 . 


.3 


SAN FRANCISCO 


185,984,023 


207,126,636 


242,722,580q 


284,989,015p 


+ 


53. 


.2 


SEATTLE 


143,622,083 


152,781,207 


172,370,742^ 


178,071 ,280^ 




24. 


0 


TOLEDO 


144,807,341 


155,476,812 


146,149,876 


158,987,379 




9, 


8 


TULSA 


102,357,576 


132,730,711 


138,081 ,612fi 


142,382,955^ 




39. 


1 


WASHINGTON 


298,122,900 


344,207,800 


402,301 ,000 


426,232,000^ 


+ 


43. 


0 


CITY TOTALS: 


$13,487,UO0,00O 


•515,230,000,000 


$18,170,000,000 


$19,674,000,000 




45. 


9% 



^Includes revenues earmarked for debt reduction, federal categorical uses. 
Intergovernmental transfers, fees and tuition, special purpose revenues, 
land revenues , sales and other. Totals may not correspond to official 
school system figures, 

Tpoes not include $3,670,250 In transfers in 1984-85 or $1,709,061 in transfers in 1985-86 
2Does not include $16,731,269 in transfers and fudiciary funds in 1984-85 and 535,181,257 
in 1985-86, 

3Does not include $59,100,000 in local, state, and federal carryover in 1984-85 and 
$43,700,000 in 1985-86, 

^Includinq $28,124,024 in other local and sinkinq funds in 1984-85 and 554,710,725 in 1985-86, 
5 1981-82 data. 

SOots not include $2,849,000 in private and other funds in 1984-85 or $1,636,000 in intradistict 
sales or $3,082,000 and $1,962,000 respectively in 1985-86, 
^Does not include $28,962,255 in other carryover funds in 1984-85; 533,521,553 in 1985-86 or 

^SflrOm-ffr bonds in^ 1905"06. — 
8Dois not includi $56,701,812 In capital, dsbt and transportation revenue in 1984-85, and 

ill ,863,745 in 1985*86 
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IV. GREAT CITY SCHOOL FEDERAL PROGRAMS 
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TOTAL FEDERAL ALLOCATIONS* 





1980-81 


1982-83 


1984-85 


1985-S6 


% A 




ALBUQUERQUE 






c Id flQi ipn 


1 Q f 1 J 1 , ! y y 


T 1 J 


d^ 


ATI ANTfl 






*?n isd ^ss 


m ^ A Id 


5 


• 0 


lALTIMORE 




dd S5n 7SQ 


dfl did ^5^ 


dS n5T 1 n7 


51 
= 6 J 


• y 






9d ^1 d ^^n 


5g fid^ mi 


15 nog 1 nn 
j£ , Uwy J 1 yy 


^ J 


7 


DUr rMLU 




5n 5*3^ m n 


55 55*3 Q5d 


5Q 7 An d 7^ 


+ I O 


7 


f*UT r A/^n 
wni. WMi^y 


Tap dod idi 


T7Q se^ 


d77 ^QQ 

1 o J s^/ f ,3yy 


5m 1 ^5 Ann 


xi n 
+ i u 


5 


TT WTT WMfiTT 


NA 


fj A 

IiA 


MA 

iiA 


M A 






ULt V Q^LMiNU 




5d Ed^ 7^7 


in ^nd d/i7 
jy , qu*+ , / 


dl fiin 777 


on 


n 






1 p , □ J J ^ Dcsy 


1 1 ni^^ 1 7^ 


51 51 ^ 5n^ 


7 


5 


UAyt UUUti i T 


/ y 5 D / 3 j y 


£5 57c d51 


7e fsid 1 lu 




n 

-= y 


Q 

. y 


f\fK MAC 

UALLA5 


s 1 o/ s UqD 


'3T C^Q 7nQ 




IC inQ 75c 


j_ 1 
+ J 


1 

% J 


U&N VtK 


^1 *357 




1 e Q"?^ Q5n 
1 □ , y jQ , y^y 


5n Qcn 1 nd 
t u , ooy , 1 UH- 




7 


yL 1 KUi 1 


on nsd 1 7n 


75 d£^Q 


7e C5C 51 A 


7^ fin^ n75 


1 ^ 


n 

^ y 


CD IT CM nl 

T W n T fl M A DH f t €1 
XrlUi AriMrULi 5 


1 n ^1 ^ ens 


e 1 Q5 '3S1 


y , 1 sy , y yo 


11 15^ A lA 


* d 


A 


1^ QC5 dQ5 

1 0 , y 3& 9 


Q 5^7 QSB 


Q d55 iin 


1 5 CAP Pf^Q 


5R 

= D 


5 


LUNlj DtALM 




1 a 9 1 7 ^ 1 o 1 w 


17 111 71 Q 


1 Q eii 15? 

1 7 , Q J J , J^£ 


+41 


m 1 


LU5 AribtU-C^Q 


1 R7 dQd flPQ 


1 Eg efifi '37d 


iRp^Ri n7n 

IQ&,3Q! ,w/y 


1 74 RdA qnQ 


- fi 


7 


ritnrni. 5 


'37 edl Q7A 




m 4Q7 


1A 141 1 


+ 1 


i y 


MT ! UA 1 




?^ ndp d^n 


57 qsd Aflis 


Id ^P4 1 An 


- n 


> y 


MlMWCADnP TQ 
ni nnEArULIft 




1 n 7n^ Q77 




1 P 744 SI 


» 4 


7 




Id AT ^ m Q 


IT T1 q 741 


1 1 472 APR 




+ 1 


y y 




31 253 71 9 


24 649 992 


35 228 925 


36 000 7sn 


+15. 


. 2 


New YUKN Wl 1 Y 


"^^T^RI SIP 


116 22fi 5S2 


410 617 449 


451 914 94v^ 


+1 6 


. 6 


riUKrULIs 




1 1 Q41 fi1 fi 


14 7AP 914 


1 fi 417 1 nn 

lUjT^j/ ,iyy 


+ n 

T y I 


7 


HA AKin 




1 7 SDA A4fi 


1 Pi 045 74P 


1 ft PQS fiR7 
1 Oy ,yv3/ 


-1 1 


2 


UrlAnA 




fi 72n 


A pn 1R1 


Q 4n4 


+1 R 


> y 


PHILADELPHIA 


111 ,424.819 


87,924^292 


99,154,440 


102,479,679 


- a. 


,0 


PTTT^RIIPRH 
ri 1 i^pur\i3n 


24 616 510 


20,453,71 9 


18,737,866 


23,240,731 


- s. 


,6 


PORTLAND 


15,182.834 


12,140,502 


12,713,562 


1 3,553 J76 


-10. 


7 


ROCHESTER 


17,213,041 


13,268,453 


14,091 ,820 


17,634,229 


+ 2, 


,7 


ST. LOUIS 


35,856,181 


24,657,280 


23,870,368 


23,232,71 9 


-21 . 


.3 


ST. PAUL 


14,190,598 


9,956,010 


10,575,549 


11,480,152 


-19. 


1 


SAN FRANCISCO 


22,885,470 


18,528,367 


19,509,877 


20,484,301 


-10. 


5 


SEATTLE 


20,926,462 


11 ,434,225 


11 ,561 ,929 


18,897,157 


- 9. 


7 


TOLEDO 


12,215,776 


9,90a,356 


11 ,566,075 


13,005,017 


+ 6. 


5 


TULSA 


7,709,069 


7,234,315 


8,463,527 


S,551 ,490 


+10. 


9 


WASHINGTON 


49,573.674 


38,553,684 


42,529,230 


44,588,686 


= 10. 


1 


CITY TOTALS 


SI ,775,821 ,503 


SI ,457,736,319 


SI ,643,355,774 


$1 ,789,281 ,797 


+ 0. 


Qgf 



^Dati ixeludti child nutrition allocations for Fresno and Indianapolis- 
*SOURCE: Council of the Great City Schools 
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CHAPTER 1 (ECIA) ALLOCATIONS* 
(Part A) 









ATI AWTfl 

HI LAN 1 A 




R HQI Q?^ 


sAL I InUKt 


9^ i£l iSJOH 


1Q 4R1 R7d 

13, •+01 ,Q/*T 


BOSTON 


IP AQl 1 


in ifin nfl? 

i U 9 1 QU 9 Uo^ 


3 1 1 p r ft 1 rt 

BUFFALO 






CHICAGO 




fi4 1 R4 nnn 


GlriC INNA 1 i 




NA 


CLEVELAND 


"IP gee 70^ 


11 "^Al 7?Q 


COLUMBUS 


R QSd in? 


3 9 , WW? 


DADE COUNTY 


IW9^/09O/^ 


1 1 ^^Q 007 


DALLAS 


10 501 Qfifl 


1 1 0R4 ^IR 


DENVER 


g sni 71 1 


S 051 1 12 

W 9 i 9 i W& 


DETROIT 






FRESNO 


S 413 178 


5 317 921 


INDIANAPULli 


5 1 70 474 


4 059 97R 


LONG BLALH 


4 617 47Q 


4 413 283 


LOS ANbbLtb 


53 SIS 741 


47 645 795 


MEMPHIS 




1 1 9 , &3 U 


MILWAUKEE 


12 13A R87 ^ 


8 968 822 


nINNE.APULlS 


3 919 923 

^9^ 1^9^^^ 


3 515 270 


NASHVILLE 


4 91 9 

^ 9vO^ 9? 1 I? 


4 1R2 355 


NEW ORLEANS 


14 147 764 


12 fi73 591 


NEW YORK CITY ^ 


162 9394 9O56 


1529406,401 




4,7709911 


4 9563,086 


OAKLAND 


89815,627 


(79800,000) 


OF^HA 


2,349,543 


1 ,420,521 


PHILADELPHIA 


35,699,669 


32,425,853 


PITTSBURGH 


8,223,182 


79144,128 


PORTLAND 


592OO9OOO 


3,7769932 


ROCHESTER 


49636,638 


49897,652 


ST. LOUIS 


n ,232,137 


109067,163 


ST. PAUL 


3 9402 ,1 18 


2 9707,835 


SAN FRANCISCO 


8,175,078 


6,715,657 


SEATTLE 


3,386,844 


3 9043,672 


TOLEDO 


3,275,011 


39294,941 


TULSA 

WASHINGTON 


3,140,767 
1593199717 


2,470,431 
13,669,950 



CITY TOTALS:$ 603,922,067 $ 550,310,963 



NATIONAL TOTALS :S2, 630, 022, 000 $2,562,753,000 
CITY % OF NAT. 23. 0« 21 .5% 



1 ys't-oo 


T n Q E @ £ 

i 9oa-86 


& A. 


$ 5,457,821 


$ 6,070.403 


+22.0% 


10,202,642 


10,175,383 


+17.3 


24,385,068 


25,687,000 


+14.6 


12,988,516 


13,985.595 


+12.0 


9,414,341 


11 ,356,541 


+39.3 


79,686,94'^- 


86,514,000 


+35.9 


NA 


NA 


NA 


12,505,784 


13,660,505 


+ 8.7 


7,086,053 


7,196,041 


+20.3 


26,158,745 


27,349,387 


+106.1 


10,795,027 


13,247,987 


+26.2 


6,578.337 


7,086,056 


+ 7.3 


38,295,889 


41 ,295,889 


+ 7.6 


6,255,260 


6,556,187 


+ 2.2 


4,764,390 


5,129,000 


- 0.8 


6,881 ,144 


7,334,436 


+58.8 


65,337,268 


59,466,379 


+10.5 


13,772,626 


14,024,972 


+ 9.5 


11 ,372,371 


15,057,249 


+24.0 


3,486,275 


4,191 ,188 


+ 6.9 


4,647,485 


4,991 ,563 


+ 6.4 


17,900,000 


17,000,000 


+20.2 


198,447,513 


213,300,000 


+30.9 


4,235,835 


4,600,000 


- 3.6 


7,989,015 


8,231 ,619 


- 6.6 


1 ,884,947 


2,600,000 


+10.7 


43,903,797 


46.335,370 


+30.4 


7 909/ 937 1 


/ ,534 ,UUU 


= / . ^ 


4,211 ,561 


49566,925 


-12.2 


9 , / 1 1 ,DJ^ 


E e EC AQ^Si 

□ ,0 □o , 4qo 


^00 n 
^Cd. .U 


8,052,195 


8,1379393 


-27.6 


3,192,744 


3,541 ,241 


+ 4.1 


7.062,556 


790029800 


-14.3 


3,145,502 


3,911 ,037 


+15.4 


4,457,503 


4,771 ,501 


+45.7 


3,442,478 


3,555,811 


+13.2 


13,628,449 


14,521 ,336 


- 5.2 


$ 694,435,091 


$ -735,941,260 


+21 .5% 


Sj, 003, 680, 000 


$3,200,000,000 


+21 .1% 


^3.1% 


23,0% 





*Data are for anocations under Chapter 1, Part A, only and do not include 
state agency programs for migrants, neglected and delinquent or the handicapped. 
Data represent allocations and do not reflect carryover funding. 



SOURCE: COUNCIL OF THE GREAT CITY SCHOOLS 



-46 



ERIC 



CHAPTER 2 (ECIA) ALLOCATIONS* 







1 9An_Rl 

1 Q W~ Q i 




i 30 C~ O 




j 985-85 


% ^ 


ALBUQUERQUE 




$ (550,000) 


$ 


518,849 


$ 448,049 


S 512,370 


6 . %% 


ATLANTA 




1 ,630,000 




886 J 68 


913,099 


952,279 


- 41.6 


BALTIMORE 




U705,186 




1 ,358,878 


1 ,340,884 


1 ,496,000 


- 12.3 


BOSTON 




3,469,081 




1 ,401 ,493 


1 ,352,324 


1 ,619,439 


- 53.3 


BUFFALO 




6,211,690 




1 ,292,816 


1 ,106,833 


1 ,260,717 


- 79.7 


CHICAGO 




VB20,000 




6,358,256 


5,848,680 


6,474,000 


+ 11.2 


CINCINNATI 








NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


CLEVELAND 




' ",068 




1 ,234,187 


(1 ,016,469) 


1 ,123,358 


- 92.8 


COLUMBUS 




:,335 




768,240 


693,450 


678,048 


- 88.2 


DADE COUNTY 




.,/^7,93a 




3,097,906 


3,093,953 


3,530,899 


+ 28.5 


DALLAS 




3,975,387 




1 ,510.968 


1 ,583,673 


1 ,455,475 


- 63.4 


DENVER 




1,862,017 




717,846 


752,402 


831 ,796 


" 55.3 


DETROIT 




7,330,158 




3,341 ,582 


3,291 ,000 


3,360,000 


- 54.2 


FRESNO 




1,227,599 




767,300 


476,007 


617,244 


- 49.7 


INDIANAPOLIS 




' 2,045,240 




650,062 


651 ,883 


735,819 


- 64.0 


LONG BEACH 




190,283 




310,329 


610,360 


698,960 


4^267.3 


LOS ANGELES 




19,817,260 




8,077,423 


7,238,344 


6,856,800 


- 65.4 


MEMPHIS 




1 ,249,441 




1 ,051 ,279 


1 ,074,483 


1 ,191 ,840 


- 4.6 


MILWAUKEE 




8,527,592 




2,695,606 


1 ,694,211 


1 ,341 ,905 


- 84.3 


MINNEAPOLIS 




700,000 




604,425 


(520,000) 


473,417 


» 32.4 


NASHVILLE 




1 ,035,940 




600,900 


668,671 


727,817 


= 29.7 


NEW ORLEANS 




2,110,699 




843,400 


978,000 


1 ,100,000 


- 47.9 


NEW YORK CITY 




21 ,165,781" 




11 ,554,866 


n ,800,000 


13,600,000 


- 35.8 


NORFOLK 




639,531 




400,080 


473,309 


476,000 


- 25.6 


OAKLAND 




1 ,007,273 




331 ,638 


350,000 


698,884 


- 30.6 


OmHA 




316,736 




324,078 


327,548 


361 ,000 


+ 14.0 


PHILADELPHIA 




9,198,555 




4,087,137 


3,814,000 


4,478,084 


» 51 .3 


PITTSBURGH 




885,959 




691 ,216 


577,952 


597,233 


- 32,6 


r UK 1 LMn U 




714,878 




657 018 


624 853 


708 599 


- 0.9 


ROCHESTER 




1,565,232 




919,923 


601 ,337 


536,851 


= 65.7 






7,798,795 




750 ,000 


695 ,628 


725 ,970 


- 90.7 


ST, PAUL 




569,079 




348,762 


294,592 


397,623 


- 30.1 


SAN FRANCISCO 




2 i340 ,442 




1 ,051 ,682 


804,418 


1 1 4 ,383 


- 95 . 1 


SEATTLE 




7,012,640 




923,530 


857,133 


1 ,006,768 


- 85.6 


TOLEDO 




1 ,693,452 




473,000 


454,040 


502,358 


- 70.3 


TULSA 




167,934 




374 ,728 


392,299 


417,488 


+148,6 


WASHINGTON 




7.135,121 




2,187,360 


2,229,304 


2,473,504 


- 65.4 


CITY TOTALS 


S 


155,668,322 


S 


63,242,932 


S 59,649,688 


$ 64,132,928 


- 58,8%' 


NATIONAL TOTAL 


$ 


742,896,000 


$ 


470,400,000 


$ 479,420,000 


$531,909,000 




CITY % OF NAT. 




21 .08 




13.4K 


MM 


^2A% 





*Data are for allocations received under the LEA portion of Chapter 2 and may 
not InQlude all fundi from state agency programs. Data represent allocations 
and do not reflect carryover funding. Data include funds used for private 
schools . 



SOURCE: COUNCIL OF THE GREAT CITY SCHOOLS 



47 



ERIC 



IMPACT AID ALLOCATIONS* 



1980-81 1982-83 
ALBUQUERQUE S lT987,933 ,$ 1,237,377 

ATLANTA 1,327,690 495,992 

BALTIHORE 1 ,245,261 V^'^^ 

BOSTON 1,104,755 189,059 

BUFFALO 218,097 31,106 

CHICAGO 3,234,932 435,609 

CINCINNATI NA NA 

CLEVELAND 594,738 77,316 

528,772 68,740 

2,389,885 1 .4'31 .633 

522,374 72,958 

2,288,944 1,297,212 

BItrott 584,846 76,030 

FRESNO 218,237 28,371 

INDIANAPOLIS SSS'^H M'll^ 

LONG BEACH 778,718 430,680 

LOS ANGELES 1,701,898 563,325 

MEMPHIS 858,045 1 il ,546 

MILWAUKEE 346,584 48,785 
MINNEAPOLIS 



COLUMBUS 
DADE COUNTY 
DALLAS 
DENVER 



NASHVILLE 
NEW ORLEANS 



SAN FRANCISCO 
SEATTLE 
TOLEDO 
TULSA 

WASHINGTON 



CITY % OF NAT: 



322,639 49,710 
421,308 54,792 



1,427,211 368,001 
NEW YORrCITY 20,849,242 Mg^ftg 

NORFOLK 
OAKLAND 
OMAHA 

PHILADELPHIA 
PITTSBURGH 
PORTLAND 
ROCHESTER 

It' pamP 329,873 42,883 

-'• --"^ 1,232,381 903,791 

365,674 128,624 
224,551 29,900 
242,910 34,303 
3.512.465 1 .888.719 



3,940,855 2,800,130 

845,735 178,330 

416,356 55,715 

2,833,347 757,347 

658,084 85,551 

154,953 20,605 

310,881 81,252 

336,238 46,479 





1 984-85 


1 985-86 










1 ,042,373 


t 1,656,600 




16. 


,7% 




279,432 


466,900 




64, 


.8 




C35,863 


395,500 




68. 


.2 




2,542,850 


2,449,900 


+121 , 


.8 




49,022 


83,000 




51 , 


.9 




711 ,436 


1 ,192,800 




63. 


,1 




NA 


NA 




NA 




110,929 


200,600 




66, 


.3 




106,749 


193,100 




63. 


.5 




819,243 


1 ,305,700 




45, 


.4 




98,791 


165,500 




68. 


.3 




911 ,737 


1 ,456,800 




36. 


A 




152,768 


256,200 




56, 


.2 




0 


0 


-100, 


.0 




38,962 


65,300 




71 , 


.0 




472,390 


751 ,400 




3, 


.5 




367,859 


581 ,400 




65, 


.8 




159,475 


267,400 




68 


.8 




76,439 


128,200 




63, 


. U 




128,716 


215,900 




33, 


.1 




109,165 


183,000 




56. 


,6 




2,109,925 


2,050, 




43, 






5,668,433 


9,435,600 




54 


J 




3,265,211 


4,137,100 




5 


.0 




168,123 


278,700 




67 


.1 




80,055 


134 JOO 




67 


.8 




Ob / , OD^ 


1 17? BOD 




5T 


.6 




166,102 


278,500 




57 


J 




43,321 


72 ,600 




53 


.2 




162,687 


272,800 




12 


.3 




56,532 


94,800 




71 


.8 




68,486 


114,800 




65. 


.2 




650,805 


1 ,030,300 




16 


.4 




125,487 


206,200 




43 


.6 




43,066 


77,yoo 




65 


.3 




55,758 


93,500 




61 


.5 




3,580,051 


3,839,800 




9 


.3 


$ 


24,485,893 


$^ 35,505,500 




39 


.4% 


s 


585 ,000,000 


$ 695,000,000 




8. 


.0% 



CITY TOTAL: $ 58,581,229 $ 18,493,928 
NATIONAL TOTAL: $ 755,000,000 $ 456,200,000 

l.m _ 4.1% 4.2°^ 5.3% 

*Data may not include funds under PL 813 



SOURCE: NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF FEDERALLY IMPACTED SCHOOLS AND THE COUNCIL OF THE GREAT 
CITY SCHOOLS 
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ALBUQUERQUE 

ATLANTA 

BALTIMORE 

BOSTON 

BUFFALO 

CHICAGO 

CINCINNATI 

CLEVELAND 

COLUMBUS 

DADE COUNTY 

DALLAS 

DENVER 

DETROIT 

FRESNO 

INDIANAPOLIS 
LONG BEACH 
LOS ANGELES 
MEMPHIS 
MILWAUKEE 
MINNEAPOLIS 
NASHVILLE 
NEW ORLEANS 
NEW YORK CITY 
NORFOLK 
OAKLAND 
OiMAHA 

PHILADELPHIA 

PITTSBURGH 

PORTLAND 

ROCHESTER 

ST. LOUIS 

ST. PAUL 

SAN FRANCISCO 

SEATTLE 

TOLEDO 

TULSA 

WASHINGTON 



NATIONAL TOTAL: 
CITY % OF NAT. 



1980-81 
0 

1 ,049 
3,671 
2,019 
1 ,377 
6,502 
NA 
1 ,439 
1 ,246 
6,445 
1 ,044 
2,411 
2,836 
713 
1 ,255 
400 
8,237 
2,077 
1,453 
829 
1 ,506 
1 ,146 
12,574 
575 
697 
865 
5,898 
1 ,736 
1 ,604 
823 
2,896 
1 ,196 
583 
592 
890 
820 
(950 



1982-83 



1984-85 



1985-SS 



,420 
,331 
,006 
,345 
,942 

,548 
,646 
,492 
,185 
,127 
,494 
,238 
,299 
,652 
,796 
,200 
,915 
,108 
,200 
,880 
,203 
,165 
,123 
,804 
,414 
,952 
,747 
,000 
,612 
,987 
,656 
,960 
,659 
,770 
,000 ) 



CITY TOTAL: $ 80,470,876 $ 



0 


S 0 


S 1 ,9£6 ,321 


+100, 


m 


1 ,277*918 


1 ,170,892 


I f\\c ,265 


-f- 


5. 


.0 


3,881 s489 


4,054,140 


3,984,000 




8. 


.5 




2,239,160 


2,136 ,593 


+ 


5. 


.8 


1 ,502t814 


1 ,510 ,597 


1 ,922 ,494 




39, 


.6 


6,484,000 


6,794,819 


1 0 ,095 ,000 


+ 


52, 


.9 


NA 


NA 


NA 




NA 


1 ,657,946 


1 ,899 ,821 


1 ,961 ,190 




35. 


,2 


1 ,266,023 


1 ,368,258 


1 ,304 ,270 




4, 


.6 


4 J19,144 


4 ,127 ,435 


A A "ice 

4 ,364 ,1 65 




32, 


.3 


1 ,192,241 


1 ,807,588 


1 ,059 ,785 




1 , 


.5 


1 ,230,417 


1 ,649,125 


958 ,310 




60, 


,3 


2,744,734 


2,921 ,146 


3 ,464 ,000 


+ 


22, 


.1 


1 ,306,131 


1 ,228,078 


1 ,^94 ,427 




95, 


.5 


1 ,452,505 


1 ,512,434 


1 ,551 ,000 


+ 


24, 


.4 


717,640 


873,953 


928 ,840 


+131 - 


.8 


9,347,380 


10,179 ,389 


10 ,751 ,992 


+ 


30, 


.5 


1 ,778,670 


2,777,724 


2 ,585 ,154 


+ 


24. 


.5 


2,131 ,020 


2 ,153,088 


1 ,682 ,1 75 




15, 


. 7 


886,500 


1 ,051 ,568 


1 ,308,250 


+ 


57. 


.8 


1 ,295,029 


1 ,617,850 


1 ,651 ,510 


+ 


9, 


.7 


1 ,200,000 


1 ,900,000 


1 ,200 ,000 


+ 


4, 


.5 


14,000,000 


19,195,000 


21 ,400 ,000 


+ 


70, 


o 


793,573 


1 ,026 ,715 


946 ,QUU 


+ 


64, 


.5 


819,500 


903,581 


884,000 




25, 


.8 


1,526,458 


1 ,746,635 


1 ,700,000 


+ 


96. 


.4 


4,565,246 


5,068,759 


4,995,499 




15. 


.3 


1,253,899 


1 ,284,200 


1 ,591 ,243 




2, 


.6 


1 ,496,539 


1 ,795,484 


1 ,970,016 




22 


.8 


733,520 


877,474 




+ 


43. 


.3 


1 ,246,586 


1 ,409,310 


1 ,348,462 




53. 


.5 


1 ,170,897 


1,181,121 


1 ,?68,642 


+ 


14. 


.3 


947,244 


1 ,369,901 


1 ,i13,919 


+159 


.4 


933,158 


995,415 


1 ,173,800 


+ 


97 


.9 


(950,000) 


954,985 


1 ,002,961 


+ 


12 


.6 


1 ,031 ,338 


1 ,320,994 


1 ,313,394 


+ 


60 


.0 


911,853 


949,359 


1 .477,949 


+ 


55 


.6 


79,929,807 $ 92,916,099 


$ ■ 101 ,316,961 




25. 


.9% 


168,580,000 SI ,239,445,000 


$1 ,320,840,000 




25, 


.9% 


7.B% 


7.5% 


7.7S 









7.7% 

♦Data include funds from both formula grants through the states and 
discrttionary program monies. Data do not include PL 89-313 monies 
or carryover amounts. 



SOURCE: COUNCIL OF THE GREAT CITY SCHOOLS 
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VOCATIONAL EDUCATION ALLOCATIONS* 





1980-81 


1 982-83 




1 984^85 




1 985-86 


% ^ 


ALBUQUERQUE 


S 0 


S 0 


S 


0 


S 


0 


0.0% 


ATLANTA 


772,478 


794,655 




812,633 




(800 ,000) 


+ 3.6 


BALTIMORE 


Ctl82,718 


1 ,331 ,056 




1 ,931 ,495 




1 ,500,000 


- 31.3 


BOSTON 


1 ,65] J36 


1 ,068,915 




1 ,266,670 




2 ,300 ,0U0 


+ 39.3 


BUFFALO 


1 5313t365 


1 ,520,814 




1 ,930,350 




1 ,474,61R 


+ 12.3 


CHICAGO 


3,800,000 


4,800,000 




6,094,747 




4,616 ,000 


+ 21 .5 


CINCINNATI 


NA 


NA 




NA 




NA 


NA 


CLEVELAND 


1 ,996,812 


979,600 




1 ,088,712 




6,y95,962 


+250,4 


COLUMBUS 


755,332 


545,665 




441 ,970 




831 ,143 


+ 10.0 


DADE COUNTY 


1 ,641 ,325 


1 ,899,719 




1 ,780,062 




1 ,071 ,255 


- 34.7 


DALLAS 


697,258 


2,350,000 




1 ,184,757 




1 ,960 ,900 


+181 .2 


DENVER 


591,187 


406,260 




370 ,000 




457,775 


- 22.6 


DETROIT 


822,393 


1 ,i08,144 




1 ,417,912 




1 ,163 ,026 


+ 41.4 


FRESNO 


503,448 


386,905 




469,846 




398,281 


- 20.9 


INDIANAPOLIS 


(770,000) 


888,560 




959,039 




269,525 


- 65.0 


LONG BEACH 


358,025 


350,445 




420,144 




436,757 


+ 22.0 


LOS ANGELES 


3,981 ,470 


4,798,093 




5,239,968 




1 ,730,821 


- 56.5 


MEMPHIS 


2,889,500 


1 ,422,197 




1 ,206,108 




(1 ,206,108) 


- 58.3 


MILWAUKEE 


969,424 


800,000 




1 ,667,173 




860,000 


- 11.3 


MINNEAPOLIS 


575,000 


125,000 




152,369 




120 ,000 


- 79.1 


NASHVILLE 


695,000 


710,000 




700,473 




1 ,096,723 


+ 57.8 


NEW ORLEANS 


517,000 


250,000 




250,000 




500,000 


- 3.3 


NEW YORK CITY 


18,003,573 


14,661 ,794 




16,000,000 




12,800,000 


- 28.9 


NORFOLK 


450,000 


' 124,406 




125,975 




254,000 


- 43.6 


OAKLAND 


494,488 


586,000 




796 ,370 




258,000 


- 47.8 


OMAHA 


250,000 


230,000 




360,000 




38,178 


- 84.7 


PHILADELPHIA 


5,614,268 


5,637,258 




5,843,037 




4,045,268 


- 28.0 


PITTSBURGH 


1,730,737 


1 ,637,327 




1 ,119,568 




739 ,498 


- 57.3 


PORTLAND 


532,167 


586,399 




444,342 




475 ,000 


- 10.7 


ROCHESTER 


1 ,478,237 


864,559 




909,606 




779,382 


- 47.3 


ST. LOUIS 


(1 ,350,000) 


(1 ,000,000) 




974,094 




710,800 


- 47.4 


CT pfllM 
3 \ m rMUu 


33,540 


(50.000) 




(75,000) 




134,424 


+300.8 


5AN FRANCISCO 


738,893 


680,840 




634,329 




289,319 


- 60.8 


SEATTLE 


150,000 


119,882 




107,622 




150,000 


0.0 


TOLEDO 


608,671 


367,515 




458,370 




677,538 


+ 1K3 


TULSA 


(310,000) 


282,031 




(290,000) 




161 ,424 


- 47.9 


WASHINGTON, 


1,864,318 


1 ,726,882 




1 ,726,882 




1 ,718,589 


^_.7.8 


CITY TOTAL: 


$ 61,091,763 


$ 55,190,922 


s 


59,249,623 


s 


53,020,308 


- 13.2% 


NATIONAL TOTAL: 


$779,241,000 


$655,786,000 


$ 


738,475,000 


$ 


842,148,000 


+ 8.1% 


CITY % OF NAT: 


7.8% 






S.OI 




6 , 3% 






*Data are for 


al locations under 


the 


Vocational Education Act of 1963 


for 




1980-81, 198^ 


-83 and 1984-85; 


and 


under the Carl 


Perkins Vocati ona1 





Education Act of 1984 for 1985-86. Formula and discretionary funds may 
be Included. All data should be viewed as 'draft' due to extreme vagaries 
in counting funds. 

SOURCE: COUNCIL OF THE GREAT CITY SCHOOLS 



50 



BILINGUAL EDUCATION ALLOCATIONS* 



44 





1980-81 


1982-83 


1984-85 


1985-86 




ALBUOUERQUE 


S 575,000 


$ 512,620 


S 529,754 


S 710,685 


+ ^3.6! 


ATLANTA 


52,208 


0 


140,304 


110,646 


+111.9 


SALTIMORE 


231 ,714 


0 


177,970 


95 ,000 


- 59.0 


BOSTON 


398t968 


591 ,302 


874,711 


237,965 


- 40.4 


BUFFALO 


32O538S 


350 ,000 


(250,000) 


(300 ,000) 


- 6,4 


CHICAGO 


1 ,300,000 


1 ,000,000 


1 ,490,545 


1 ,219 ,000 


- 6.2 


CINCINNATI 


- NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


CLEVELAND 


375,511 


149,996 


195 ,947 


1 89 ,991 


- 49.4 


COLUMBUS 


0 


0 


245,323 


194,000 


+100.0 


DADE COUNTY 


1 ,705,236 


752,837 


142,620 


272 ,147 


» 84,0 


DALLAS 


1 ,400,000 


1 ,188,204 


395,000 


0 


»100-0 


DENVER 


376,996 


61 ,940 


0 


257.605 


- 29.0 


DETROIT 


716,235 


481 ,374 


1 ,166,606 


896 ,697 


+ 25,2 


FRESNO 


0 


0 


324,000 


1 ,241 ,530 


+100,0 


INOIANAPOLIS 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


LONG BEACH 


388,884 


102,452 


0 


0 


-100.0 


LOS ANGELES 


723,317 


792,151 


1 ,188,660 


546,228 


- 24.5 


MEMPHIS 


353,404 


317,652 


181 ,424 


191 ,520 


- 45,8 


MILWAUKEE 


57,367 


0 


0 


0 


-100.0 


MINNEAPOLIS 


555 ,198 


400,000 


560,000 


556,652 


+ 0.3 


NASHVILLE 


216,000 


371 ,918 


77,900 


86 ,800 


- 59,8 


NFU flRl PAN^ 


190,764 


150 ,000 


179,000 


250,000 


+ 31 . 1 


NEW YORK CITY 


18,888,276 


n ,963,332 


14,000,000 


14,000,000 


- 25.9 


NORFOLK 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 




240,834 


178,064 


58 ,059 


180,000 


- 25.3 


OmHA 


0 


4,746 


5,962 


5,700 


+100.0 


PHILADELPHIA 


311 ,406 


382,817 


588,800 


249,358 


- 19.9 


PITTSBURGH 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


PORTLAND 


170.374 


155,808 


185,412 


169,954 


- 0.3 


ROCHESTER 


322,833 


375,736 


134,000 


140,000 


- 56.6 


i ni IT c 


0 


0 


135 ,090 


1 14,607 


+100.0 


ST. PAUL 


108,792 


0 


357,409 


333,339 


+206.4 


SAN FRANCISCO 


1 ,175,300 


738,160 


981 ,882 


1 ,502,618 


+ 27.9 


SEATTLE 


595,895 


683,655 


465,816 


734,074 


+ 23.2 


TOLEDO 


(200.000) 


(160,000) 


105,589 


99,110 


- 50.5 


TULSA 


0 


□ 


0 


0 


0.0 


WASHINGTON 


123.000 


70,709 


189,331 


716,810 


+482.8 


CITY TOTAL: 


S 32,073,900 


$ 21 ,935,473 


S 25,327,114 


$ 25,612,036 


' 20-2% 


NATIONAL TOTAL: 


$166,963,000 


$ 134,372,000 


$135,679,000 


$ 139,128,000 


- 16.7^ 


CITY % OF NAT: 


19.2% 


16.3% 


18,7^ 







*Data include funds from all titles of the Bningual Education Act. 



SOURCE: COUNCIL OF THE GREAT CITY SCHOOLS 
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MAGNET SCHOOL ALLOCATIONS* 





1980-81 


1982^83 


1984-85 




1985-86 


AUUOUEROUE 








s 


0 


ATI flWTA 










0 


SALTTMORE 










0 


Rn^TON 











0 


B V r r M t w 











4,000,000 












4,000 5000 


T MPT M WATT 

U i ii W i linM I 1 










0 


ri ^VFI AND 










1 ,407,679 


CnLUMBUS 










4,000,000 


UMUt UUUri \ Y 










0 


PlAI 1 A^ 




II 






888,664 


W&i 1 V & 










2,851 ,532 


Ut 1 KUl 1 










0 


FRESNO 










0 


INDIANAPOLIS 




— 







3,972,596 


LONG BEACH 










922,291 












0 


MEHPHIS 










0 


nl LWMUnce. 










4,000,000 


MINNEAPOLIS 










377,683 












0 


NEW ORLEANS 










0 


NEW YORK CITY 










12,496,832 


NORFOLK 










0 


OAKLAND 










□ 


OMAHA 










541 ,931 


PHILADELPHIA 
PITTSBURGH 










0 

3,935,297 


PORTLAND 










0 


ROCHESTER 
ST. LOUIS 










3,992,880 
3,991 ,750 


ST. PAUL 










1 ,540,083 


SAN FRANCISCO 










0 


SEATTLE 










3,958,592 


TOLEDO 










0 


TULSA 










0 


WASHINGTON 

CITY TOTAL: 










0 










56,877,810 


NATIONAL TOTAL: 








$ 


75,000,000 


CITY % OF NAT. : 










75. 8S 



0 
0 
0 
0 



0 

0 



0 
0 



0 
0 



0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 



0 
0 

0 



+100.0%. 
+100.0 



*Data are for allocations made under tis Magnet Schools Assistance Act, 
PL 98-377, Title VII. Data do not reflect carryover amounts. 



SOURCE: COUNCIL OF THE GREAT CITY SCHOOLS 
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CHILD NUTRITION ALLOCATIONS* 





1980^81 


1982-83 


1984.85 


1985.86 






ALBUQUERQUE 


% S S73 ODD 5 


5 finn nnn 

w ^ Duu ,y wu 


^ D ,dy i ,yyu 


S 6,100,000 




7.5; 


M 1 UMIl 1 M 


10 440 000 


in R21 A'^? 


1 1 ,byy ,SuU 


1 1 ,561 ,830 


+ 


10.8 






1 7 


i J ,5 JZ ,326 


13,748,961 


** 


7.4 




7 57Q fififi 


7 RRl R7A 
1 ,oQ 1 ,q / # 


7 c 0 ^ c 
/ ,5£3 ,950 


8,000 ,000 




5,5 










8,450 ,000 




32.6 




57.124 740 


57 in7 nnn 

^ r , i u / , wwy 


□y ,Q 1 U ,yUU 


6^ , 1 69 ,000 


+ 


14.1 




NA 






NA 




NA 


ULt V LLMrtU 


10 607 


1 1 , ^yo , 5 / ^ 


1 c ,640 ,973 


1 4,500 ,000 




37.0 






7 IQO cnn 
/ , 1 74 ,3yu 


? riT Q ^*5n 

7 ,01 a ,220 


7,404 ,800 


+ 


4.5 


yMU& uyurj 1 T 


2fi 545 51 1 


9Q 7CA Q^c 


^1 1 7t5'3 

31 , 1 96 s 783 


30 ,906 ,000 




8.3 


UMLLM^ 


11 727 451 


1 % nnn nnn 
1 oP ,yyw ,yuy 


14 ,500 ,000 


14 ,500 ,000 




5.6 


UtfiVtH 


5 2R4 fil? 


3 , 1 ©0 li.Jo 


5 ,538 ,500 


5 ,817 ,528 


+ 


10,1 


y& 1 KUi 1 


kfO 590 fiRO 




2 1 ,3Uq ,Uyy 


10,750 ,000 




8.9 


rKt^riU 


NA 


MA 


NA 


NA 




NA 


TWf^TAKlADni TC 

InUiAriArULl b 


NA 


MA 


W A 

NA 


NA 




NA 


LUnb phMUn 




fi nAn 151 


7 ,319 ,037 


7 ,469 ,520 




54 . 7 




SB 2B0 000 


77 dn^ 


Oil '^^C 

0^ ,ob / ,23d 


89 ,204 ,560 




30 . 5 


Pitnr ni ^ 




1 ^n? 1 nn 
1 ^ , ou / , i yy 


1 J ,0/ / ,yUy 


16 ,335 ,700 




1 7.2 


MT 1 Ufli ifcT^ 


6 802 568 


R Hdn nnn 

© , DH-y ,yyy 


n c nnn 
9 3d3d jyUy 


9 ,bOO ,000 




39 , 7 


MTKiKJ^ADni TC 


3 322 000 


'3 Rnn nnn 

0 , Qu y ,yy y 


^ 7*9 "3 '9 1 C 

3 , /23 ,2 1 0 


3 ,780 ,000 




13.8 






4 ndQ s'^n 


A e ? 1 fieri 


5 ,1 32 ,1 30 


4- 


12.7 


NtW UKLtANb 




e cnn nnn 
Q , Dyy , yy y 


In /I cn nnn 
1 y ,4bu ,uUu 


1 1 ,000 ,000 


+ 


11.8 


ri&M TUKIs will 


90 S2fi 059 


121 7nn nnn 


1/11 ^ Qf5 cn A 
1 ^ 1 s3ot3 ,3UU 


141 ,3s7 ,025 




56 .0 




4 4S2 188 




yj Qcn cac 
4 ,ybU ,093 


c Tnn nnn 

5 ,200 ,000 


+ 


16 ,5 


DAKLAND 


5 R4Q onn 


fi 1 1 9cn 


s c Enn 
6 ,583 ,500 


6 s80G ,000 


+ 


16.3 


OmHA 


3,261 ,387 


2,861 ,879 


3,536,185 


3,700,000 


+ 


13.5 


PMTl AnPl PMTA 


1 7,000,000 


1 7 700 000 




^y ,OQ 1 ,00^ 




1 9 . y 


PITTSBURGH 


4,617,936 


4,"558,712 


4,973,015 


4,779,726 


+ 


3.5 


PORTLAND 


3,100,000 


3,400,000 


3,197,700 


2,982,000 




3.8 


ROCHESTER 


4,677,417 


4,207,000 


4,545,750 


3,774,850 




19.3 


ST. LOUIS 


9,259,336 


9,715,573 


n ,039,301 


n ,499,111 


+ 


24.2 


ST. PAUL 


2,961 ,544 


2,356,908 


3,112,000 


2,720,000 




8.2 


SAN FRANCISCO 


5,961 .000 


5,959,189 


6,754,044 


6,500,000 ■ 




9.0 


SEATTLE 


3,358,000 


3,000,000 


3,700,000 


4,358,000 




29.8 


TOLEDO 


4,409,547 


4,345,000 


4,702,500 


(5,200,000) 




17 9 


TULSA 


2,598,431 


2,507,534 


(2,500,000j 


(2,500,000) 




3.8 


WASHINGTON 


14,978,866 


13,688,222 


15,912.435 


14,861 ,600 




0.8 


CITY TOTAL: 


S 476,652,985 $ 


523,903,853 


$ 568,634,469 


583,974,124 




22. 5S 



*Data include feimb jrsimc^nts for school lunch, breakfast, milk and 
snacks; and do not include state shares or non-cash commodities. 



SOURCE: COUNCIL OF THE GREAT CITY SCHOOLS 
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JOB TRAINING ALLOCATIONS* 



47 



1 980-81 



/ALb y y U r\v^ U & 


5 1 5ZQO 5OOO 


ATLANTA 


1 ,0435439 


BALTIMORE 


1 5 ,900 5OOO 


BOSTON 


81 2 5OOO 


BUFFALO 


4£ 1 jdS/ 


CHICAGO 


£4t 100 5OOO 


CINCINNATI 


NA 


CLEVELAND 


85606 5 107 


COLUMBUS 


Z ,878,1 1 3 


DADE COUNTY 


5,71 7 ,760 


DALLAS 


870 ,000 


DENVER 


5Z1 ^000 


DETROIT 


1 d ,0 14 5935 


FRESNO 


1 p 1 89 t3Z6 


INDIANAPOLIS 


0 ,bbb ,£22 


LONG BEACH 


I ,591 5459 


LOS ANGELES 


do ,400 ,000 


MEMPHIS 


^ ,U/4 ,429 


MILWAUKEE 


3,379 ,152 


MINNEAPOLIS 


I f3o£: ,UUO 


NASHVILLE 


J ,U 1 Q 


NEW ORLEANS 


c/ \ ,0 /d 


NEW YORK CITY 


36,600,000 


NORFOLK 


99 1 ,179 


OAKLAND 


1 ,713,744 


OMAHA 


342 ,626 


PHILADELPHIA 


15,548,990 


PITTSBURGH 


4,004,131 


PORTLAND 


1 ,351 ,350 


ROCHESTER 


2,388,161 


ST. LOUIS 


1,106,383 


ST. PAUL 


4,483,000 


SAN FRANCISCO 


1 ,948,266 


SEATTLE 


4,129,258 


TOLEDO 


469,727 


TULSA 


0 


WASHINGTON 


2,063,991 


CITY TOTAL: 


$ 195,054,532 



1982-83 1984^85 



678,156 


S 305,328 


156,804 


807,146 


406,253 


433,024 


(55,000) 


51 ,824 


0 


202 ,605 


7,200,000 


4,000,000 


NA 


NA 


264,720 


70,000 


1 ,003,888 


= 735,000 


1 ,579,225 


1 ,039,113 


0 


0 


430,611 


110,000 


4,385,327 


2,747,161 


124,927 


162,669 


782,499 


160,828 


136,784 


0 


4,328,000 


3,225,000 


(950,000) 


935,911 


(800,000) 


(500,000) 


71 ,365 


51 ,500 


1 ,283,242 


(500,000) 


(125,000) 


60,000 


1 ,823,943 


1 ,125,000 


601 ,795 


470,284 


(250,000) 


202,083 


164,532 


192,649 


3,798,000 


2,296,706 


2,295,752 


458,969 


76,202 


71 ,659 


532,026 


532,024 


567,246 


100,000 


2,387,360 


1,277,600 


637,757 


660,330 


1 ,244,988 


800,000 


0 


96,000 


0 


0 


534,620 


393,840 



$ 39,677,022 S 24,774,253 



1 985-86 






138,840 




88.4' 


1 ,080,000 


+ 


3.5 


390,000 




97.6 


50,000 




93.8 


424,140 


+ 


0.6 


3,153,000 




86.9 


NA 




NA 


150,000 




98.3 


466,983 




83.8 


948,115 




83.4 


0 




100.0 


104,624 




83.2 


2,498,493 




80.5 


280,363 




76.4 


51 3,000 




92.2 


0 




100.0 


9,488,187 




62,6 


351 ,000 




83.1 


502 ,349 




85,1 


50 ,000 




96,4 


556 ,100 




45.2 


u 




100.0 


41 1 ,000 




98.9 


607,000 




.38.8 


113,000 




93,4 


89,000 




74.0 


1 ,817,067 




88.3 


620,379 




84.5 


150,248 




88.9 


596,464 




75,0 


164,000 




85.0 


2U7,000 




95.4 


913,900 




53.1 


850,000 




79,4 


300,000 




36.1 


0 




0.0 


(400,000) 




80.6 



$ 28,384,252 - 85.5?i 



*Data are for anocations under all titles of CETA for 198-81 and 1982-83 
including service employment under Titles 11 and VI and youth employment 
under Title IV. Allocations for 1984-85 and 1985-86 are under the Job 
Training Partnership Act (JTPA) 

SOURCE: COUNCIL OF THE GREAT CITY SCHOOLS 
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HEADSTART ALLOCATIUNS* 



ALBUQUERQUE 

ATLANTA 

BALTIMORE 

BOSTON 

BUFFALO 

CHICAGO 

CINCINNATI 

CLEVELAND 

COLUMBUS 

DADE COUNTY 

DALLAS 

DENVER 

DETROIT 

FRESNO 

INDIANAPOLIS 
LONG BEACH 
LOS ANGELES 
MEMPHIS 
MILWAUKEE 
MINNEAPOLIS 
NASHVILLE 
NEW ORLEANS 
NEW YORK CITY 
NORFOLK 
OAKLAND 
OMAHA 

PHILADELPHIA 

PITTSBURGH 

PORTLAND 

ROCHESTER 

ST. LOUIS 

ST. PAUL 

SAN FRANCISCO 

SEATTLE 

TOLEDO 

TULSA 

WASHINGTON. DC 



1980-31 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

6,900,000 
0 
0 
0 
0 

148,298 
0 

3,154,374 
0 
0 

26,395 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

445,561 
0 

3,629,703 
958,501 
639,217 
0 
0 
0 
0 

524,319 

0 

0 

0 



1982-B3 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

9,086,000 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

3,108,025 
0 
0 

53,706 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

349,900 
0 

3,915,300 
981 ,000 
747,532 
0 
0 
0 
0 

591 ,201 

0 

0 

0 



1984-85 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

8,684,000 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

3,070,024 
0 
0 

90,017 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

275,000 

0 

4,339,849 
1 ,216,573 
760,552 

0 
0 

0 

0 

687,120 

0 
0 

0 



1985-86 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

9,891 ,000 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

3,070.024 
0 
0 

93.186 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

4,511 ,242 
1 ,269.189 

798,610 

0 

0 

0 

0 

700,000 

0 

0 

0 



% A 



+ 43. 4S 

'100.0 
' 2.7 

+253.0 



-100.0 

+ 24.3 
+ 32.4 
+ 24.9 



+ 33.5 



CITY TOTAL: $ 16*426,368 $ 18,832,664 



19,123,135 $ 20,333,251 



+ 23.8^ 



*Oata a.^i for anocations under the Heads tart Act and do not Include 
carryover amounti. 



SOURCE: COUNCIL OF THE GREAT CITY SCHOOLS 
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DAY CARE ALLOCATIONS* 





1 980^81 


1 982-83 


1 984^85 


1 985^86 


% A 


ALBUpUERQUE 


S 85,000 


S 59,854 


S (80,000) 


S 81,600 


= 4. OS 


ATLANTA 


2,989 J06 


2,371 ,335 


2,834,450 


2,992,965 


+ 0.1 


BALTIMORE 


66,567 


61 ,326 


50,707 


(50,000) 


= 24.9 


BOSTON 


0 


0 


0 


0 




BUFFALO 


0 


0 


0 


0 




CHICAGO 


0 


0 


0 


0 




CINCINNATI 


0 


0 


0 


0 




CLEVELAND 


0 


0 


0 


0 




COLUMBUS 


198,647 


NA 


NA 


241 ,489 


+ 21 .6 


DADE COUNTY 


163,908 


224,900 


242,570 


264,537 


+ 61 .4 


DALLAS 


0 


0 


0 


0 




DENVER 


0 


0 


0 


0 




DETROIT 


53,842 


15,000 


20,000 


30,000 


- 44.3 


FRESNO 


0 


0 


0 


0 




INDIANAPOLIS 


Q 


0 


0 


0 




LONG BEACH 


0 


0 


0 


0 




LOS ANGELES 


0 


0 


0 


0 




MEMPHIS 


238,526 


477,249 


367,096 


495,024 


+107.5 


MILWAUKEE 


0 


0 


0 


0 




MINNEAPOLIS 


157,000 


1 ,500 


20,000 


20,000 


- 87.3 


NASHVILLE 


38,364 


32,550 


25,932 


0 


-100.0 


NEW ORLEANS 


830,000 


0 


0 


0 


-100.0 


NEW YORK CITY 


0 


0 


0 


0 




NORFOLK 


0 


0 


0 


0 




OAKLAND 


0 


0 


0 


0 




OMAHA 


0 


0 


0 


0 




PHILADELPHIA 


n ,573,800 


9,677,900 


9,677,900 


9,954,939 


- 14.0 


PITTSBURGH 


847,789 


816,899 


781 ,559 


587,219 


» 30*7 


PORTLAND 


0 


0 


0 


0 




ROCHESTER 


288,079 


0 


0 


22,038 


- 92.4 


ST, LOUIS 


0 


0 


0 


0 




ST, PAUL 


0 


0 


0 


0 




SAN FRANCISCO 


0 


r 


0 


0 




SEATTLE 


0 


0 


0 


0 




TOLEDO 


0 


0 


0 


0 




TULSA 


0 


0 


0 


0 




WASHINGTON 

CITY TOTAL: 


0 


0 


0 


0 




$ 17,530,628 


$13,738,513 


$ 14,100,214 


S 14,739,808 


- 15.9^ 



*Data art for allocations under the Social Security Act, Title XX 
SOURCE r COUNCIL OF THE Great City Schools 
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V. GREAT CITY SCHOOL EDUCATIONAL INDICATORS 



57 



51 



DAILY ATTENDANCE RATES, 1985-86* 
ELEMENTARY MIDDLE SECONDARY OTHER 



ALBUwUERyuL 




30 






o 




ATLANTA 


95* 0 


94 


U 


92. 


n 

U 




BALTIMORE 














BOSTON 














BUFFALO 














CHICAGO 














CINCINNATI 








73 






CLEVELAND 


. u 


Q I 


y 


0 




COLUMBUS 


94. 0 


on 
90 




QP 
OD. 






DADE COUNTY 


92. 4 




1 




Q 




DALLAS 














DENVER ^ ^ 








82, 






DETROIT ^* 


o^? . ^ 


Pi 4 


Q 


3 




FRESNO 








. 






INDIANAPOLIS 


93. d 


03 




q 




LONG BEACH 




^ 1 


□ 

3 


92 


5 




LOS ANGELES 


. o 


QO 


Q 

p 


QO . 


7 




MEMPHIS 


95. U 




u 




n 
u 




MILWAUKEE 


9^ . O 


89 










MINNEAPOLIS 


. Q 






37, 


g 




NASHVILLE 














NEW ORLEANS 


94. 7 


89 


2 


B7 


4 




NEW YORK CITY"' 




86. 


0 


79. 


6 


71 


NORFOLK 








88. 


0 




OAKLAND^ 




94 


0 


92, 


0 




OMAHA ^ 














PHILADELPHIA^ 














PITTSBURGH 


92.3 


88 


1 


83. 


4 




PORTLAND 


93.4 


m ~ 




91 


6 




ROCHESTER 


93.4 






36 


7 




ST. LOUIS 


91.7 


83.3 


35 


9 




ST. PAUL 


94.0 






88 


0 




SAN FRANCISCO 














SEATTLE 










6 




TOLEDO 


94.1 


91 


0 


87 




TULSA 














WASHINGTON, DC 















SYSTEM HIDE 



94.0!^ 



91.2 

SS.O 
91 .6 



86.5 
89.2 



94, 
89. 
91. 
93. 
91 . 
85. 
92. 



94. 0 
94.0 
35.0 



92, 



91 .5 



*Attendanca counts made at one point in school day rather than each 
periods unless othirwise noted. Data may not necessarily be comparable 
from distfict to district, 

^Special Education 

loctobtr 1935 data only 

^Data gathered for one week in MARCH, 1936 

*March* April 1986 data 

5period-by-period data rather than one-point per day 
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NUMBERS OF 


HIGH SCHOOL 


GRADUATES 




52 








1985-86 


Special/ 


















Regular 


Honors 




Exceptional 


Completi on 






Diplomas 


Diplomas 


tj ^ 1 


Education 


Attendance 


Total 


ALBUQUERQUE 


— 


— 


— 




— 


4,7SS 


ATLANTA 


— 






— 


-- 


3,735 


BALTIMORE 














BOSTON 














BUFFALO 














CHICAGO 


13,934 


*- 


— 


2,330 




16,314 


CINCINNATI 










CLEVELAND 


3,051 


— 








3,051 


COLUMBUS 


2,299 


422 




— 


495 


3,216 


DADE COUNTY 


11 ,600 






93 


49 


n ,742 


DALLAS 














DENVER 














DETROIT 


7,200 






— 




7,200'* 


FRESNO 












INDIANAPOLIS 








— 




2,641 


LONG BEACH 


3,831 






— 




3.331 


LOS ANGELES 


27,735 










27,785 


MEMPHIS 


4,S42 


— 




225 


110 


5,177 


MILWAUKEE 


4,050 




146 


— 




4,196 


MINNEAPOLIS 


2,137 






m " 




2.137 


NASHVILLE 













3,001 


NEW ORLEANS 


4,320 




— 


^- 




4,320 


NEW YORK CITY^ 


32,649 


3,313 


6,995 


835 


193 


47,904 


NORFOLK " 




— 








1 ,283 


OAKLAND 


1,946 






— 




1,946 


OMAHA 


2,564 






— 




2,564 


PHILADELPWA 


8,973 






— 


— 


8,973 


PITTSBURGH^ 


3,006 






— 




3,005 


PORTLAND 


Z,573 










8,973 


RQCHESTEk 








45 




1 ,345 


ST. LOUIS 


2,093 










2,093 


ST. PAUL 


1 ,808 






«^ 




1 ,388 


SAN FRAr^ISCO 














SEATTLE ^ 


2,744 






^« 




2,744 


TOLEDO 


2,247 










2,247 


TULSA 


2,607 












WASHINGTON, DC 















ilf awarded by the LEA 
11983-84 data 

-Including those who have passtd minimum compttenci' exams 
cVocational diplomas 
'1984-85 data 
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PLANS OF GRADUATES, 1985-86 
(by %) 





SCHOOL^ 


MILITARY 


EMPLOYMi 


ALBUQUERQUE 


39. 


0% 


5. 


0% 


45. 


0% 


ATLANTA 


57. 


0 


7. 


0 


27. 


0 


BALTIMORE 














BOSTON 














BUFFALO 














CHICAGO 














CTNCINNATL * 
CLEVELAND 


























COLUMBUS 


58. 


0 


n. 


0 


17. 


0 


DADE GOUNIY 














DALLAS 














DENVER ^ 
DETROIT**' - 














62. 


1 


1. 


7 


23. 


7 


FRESNO 














INDIANAPOLIS* ^ 
LONG BEACH 
LOS ANGELES * 






^ _ 








75. 

74. 


l3 


2. 


7 


13. 


0 


MEMPHIS ^ 














MILWAUKEE - ^ 


46. 


0 


4. 


0 


39. 


0 


MINNEAPOLIS £ 
NASHVILLE 


74. 


0 


4. 


0 


15. 


0 


51 . 


8 


4. 


3 


36, 


8 


NEW ORLEANS 














NEW YORIC CITY 














NORFOLK I 
OAKLAND ^ 


76, 


0 


=^ 




















OMAHA 6 


52. 


0 


5, 


3 


24. 


7 


PHILAOELPH/A 


54, 


0 


8, 


0 


23. 


0 


PITTSBURGH 


51. 


3 


B. 


5 


20. 


9 


PORTLAND , 
ROCHESTER,, , 
ST. LOUIS **'- 


67. 


0 


6. 


0 


20. 


0 


48. 


0 


10. 


1 


30. 


7 


64, 


0 










ST. PAUL 














SAN FRANCISCO 














SEATTLE . 














TOLEDO rl 
TULSA ''^ 


60. 


0 


7. 


0 


20. 


0 


59. 


,3 


3. 


,2 


25. 


1 


WASHINGTON. DC 















OTHER 



9.0 



6.0 

12.5 
12.0 



7.0 
4.4 



8.5 
7.0 
11.2 



13,0 
12.4 



12 



12 

14 



UNKNOWN 
11.0% 



9.0 



2.7 



16. 

10. 



^Includes collegest universitias, junior colleges, vocatlonal/tichnical schools 
«businsis schools 

;1983 graduates ^ . _ . 

^Includes part-time studints who are working full or part-timi and homsmaKers 
-taking part-time courses 
SfuII or part-time work 



for tmployment and 3.0% other 



^Includes' 10,0% untmployment but "looking for employment" and 1.0 
^Actual followup data on graduates rather than plans 
1985 graduates 

^Includes 6.01 unemployed but looking 

10 

Jll984 graduates 
^gUnemployed 

* .Pre! 1m1nary report only 
- -Includes 9.2% unemployed and 3.2'^ other 



other 



Ipirst system-wide study of graduates being prepared for class 
Includes 3% OJT 



1986 
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TESTING REqUIREMENTS, 1985-86 



COMPETENCY TEST^ COMPETENCY TEST^ COMPULSORY 
FOR GRADUATION FOR SMDE PROFIOTION GRADES COVERED ATTEN DANCE A_GE 



ALBUQUERqUE 


yes 


no 




16 


ATLANTA 


yes 


no 




16 


BALTIMORE 


yes 






BOSTON 








BUFFALO 










CHICAGO 


yes 


no 




16 


CINCINNATI 






18 


CLEVELAND 


no 


no 




18 


COLUMBUS 


no 


yes 


2.4,7,9 


18 


DADE COUNTY 


yes 


yeSg 
yes 


3,5,8,10 


16 


DALLAS 


yes 


all 




DENVER 










DETROIT 


yes 


no 




16, 


FRESNO 






IS^ 


INDIANAPOLIS 


no 


no 




16„ 


LONG BEACH 


yes 


no 




18: 
ia3 


LOS ANGELES 


yes 


no 




MEMPHIS 


yes 


no 




17 


MILWAUKEE 


yes 


no 




16 


MINNEAPOLIS 


yes 


yes 


Depends on Subject 


16 


NASHVILLE 


yes 


no 




17 


NEW ORLEANS 


no 


no 




16 


NEW YORK CITY 








17 


NORFOLK 


yes 


yes 


1-6 




OAKLAND 


yes 


no 




18-* 


OMAHA 


no 


no 




16 


PHILADELPHIA 


no 


yes 


K-8 


16 


PITTSBURGH 


no 


no 




16 


PORTLAND 


yes 


no 




16 


ROCHESTER 


yes 


yes 


3,6,8 


16 


ST. LOUIS 


yti 


no 




16 


ST. PAUL 


HQ 


no 






SAN FRANCISCO 








18-^ 


SEATTLE 








18 


TOLEDO 


no 


no 




]h 


TULSA 


no 


no 




18- 


WASHINGTON, DC 


yti 


no 




16 



gRequirimant may be ilther local or state, both 
May be either sole crltirla for promotion or one factor consldertd 
gin decision to promote 

California law allov/s itudtnts to leave school at age 16 with 
^certificate of attendance if they have passed conipetency examination 
gCan be released at 16 with excuse 

Course work tests 



Gl 

o 

ERIC 





READING ACHIEVEMENT, 1985' 


^85 






ELEMENTARY GRADES 


% ABOVE 


□ twUriUAiiY bKimitis 


% ABOVE 




TREND IN SCORES 


GRADE LEVEL 


TREND IN SCORES 


GRADE LEVE 


ALBUQUERQUE 


Increasi 


Above 




r\UU y S 


ATLANTA 


Increase 


Above 






BALTIMORE 








BOSTON 










BUFFALO 


Increase 


Above 






CHICAGO 


Increase 


Bilow 


^ w V ^ i 


Be 1 OW 


CINCINNATI 








CLEVELAND 


Increase 


Average 


I ncr*ea 5p 


1 fWiJ 

De 1 xJvi 


COLUMBUS 


Incriaii 


Above 


I ncrfiase 


rWJyJ V e 


DADE COUNTY 


Increase 


Below 


I ncrfiase 


U5 1 WW 


DALLAS 


Increasi 


Averagt 




1 y w 


DENVER 






DETROTT 


Incriasi 


Above 


Level 


oi 1 DVJ 


FRESNO 








INDIANAPOLIS 


Increasi 


Above 


Level 


Ro 1 ni*/ 


LONG BEACH 


Increasi 


Abovi 


Level 


Above 


LOS ANGELES 


Increase 




Increase 




MEMPHIS 


Increasi 


Average 


IncrEas© 


Bil ow 


MILWAUKEE 


Incriasi 


Above 




pe I yv/ 


MINNEAPOLIS 


Incriasi 


Above 


Increase 


Abo v e 


NASHVILLE 


Increasi 


Average 






NEW ORLEANS 


Levi! 


Average 


Level 


Bel ov/ 


NEW YORK CITY 


Increasi 


Incriasi 


NORFOLK 


Increasi 


Bilow 


ill \^ 1 ^ u ^ ^ 


n V C I QU € 


OAKLAND 


Increase 


Bil ow 


T R ^ ^ ^ 


Bil OW 


OMAHA 


Increasi 


Abovi 






PHILADELPHIA 


increasi 


ZQ% 






PITTSBURGH 


Increase 


71% 


Increase 




PORTLAND 


Increase 


Abovi 


Increasi 


Above 


ROCHESTER 


Increase 


Above 


Incriase 




ST. LOUIS 


Increase 


Abovi 


Incriasi 


Below 


ST. PAUL 


Increase 


Average 


Level 




SAN FRANCISCO 








SEATTLE 










TOLEDO 


Increase 


Abovi 


Level 


Below 


TULSA 


Incriasi 


Above 


iQcriase 


Above 


WASHINGTON, DC 


Increase 


Abovi 


Level 


Below 



02 



ERIC 
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MATHEflATICS ACHIEVEMENT, 1985-85 





ELEMENTARY GRADES 


% ABOVE 


SECONDARY GRADES 


% ABOVE 




TREND IN SCORES 


GRADE LEVEL 


TREND IN SCORES 


GRADE LEVE! 




_ 

Incrsasi 


Above 


_ 

Increase 


Above 


ATI AKiTfl 
M 1 LAN 1 M 


increase 


Above 


increase 


WW 












bUo I UN 










BUFFALO 


Incrfiass 


MDove 






LHI CAGU 


Incr§ass 


Mveraye 


increase 


Bel QVJ 


wlNCINNAri 








CLEVELAND 


Incrsase 


Above 


Increase 


p S I OVV 


CULUMBUS 


Increase 


ADOVS 


Incrsass 


Abovs 


DADE COUNTY 


Incrsasg 


Abovo 


Incrsase 


Abovs 


R A i i AC? 

DALLAS 


Incrsase 


Ave rags 


Lsvsl 


Bel QW 


DENVER 










DETROIT 


Incrfiasfi 


Above 


Lsvs 1 


Dal rti.l 

Be i QVv 


FRESNO 










INDIANAPOLIS 


Incrsass 


AU 

Above 


Lsvs 1 


Bel ow 


LONG BEACH 


Increass 


Above 


Leys 1 


Abovs 


LU5 ANBELE5 


Increass 




inGrease 




MEnPHIS 


Incrsass 


ADQVe 


i ncrease 


Average 


MILWAUKEE 


Incrsass 


MDOVe 


Level 


MDove 


MINNEAPOLIS 


Incrsass 


ADD ve 


increase 


MDOVE 


NASHVILLE 


Incrsass 


AveraQe 






NtW uRLEANS 








D 1 

be 1 ow 


ri&w TyKis wi 1 T 










NOHFOLK 


Incrsass 


Abo vs 




MPO vs 


OAKLAND 


Incrsais 


Abovs 


Incrsase 


Abovs 


A kj A I-J A 

OrTAHA 


Incrsais 


ADO V6 


increase 


Average 


DUTI Anri DUTA 

Fnl LAUhLFniA 


increase 








PITTSBURGH 


Incrsass 


731 ' 


Increass 


53% 


PORTLAND 


Increass 


Above 


Level 


Above 


ROCHESTER 


Increase 


Above 


Increase 




ST, LOUIS 


Increase 


Above 


Increase 


Below 


ST. PAUL 


Increase 


Average 


Level 




SAN FRANCISCO 










SEATTLE 










TOLEDO 


Increase 


Above 


Level 


Bsl ov/ 


TULSA 


Increase 


Abovs 


Incrsase 


Above 


WASHINGTON, DC 


Incrsass 


Abovs 


Level 


Below 



63 
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I 



ERIC 



